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Arab m believ'd the promis'd grace, 
And gave his ſons to God; 

But water sEALs the bleſſings naw, 
Which once were 8EAL 2 with blood 


„ Thus later ſaints, eternal King, 
- Thine ancient truth embrace; 
To thee their infantiaoffopring bring, 


And humbly claim the graces. 
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SIR, = 


: Pes me Fa 1 this littar with a ) 
': well-authenticated obſervation! of Solomon, 
".. * Give inſtruction (or admonition) to a wiſe 
* man, and he will be yet wiſer,” Prov. ix. 9. 
The inſpired proverbialif ſuppoſes, that even a; 
wiſe man may err; thro' ignorance, prejudice of 
education, or inadvertence, that a conſciouſ- 
neſs of his fallibility will make him, however, ſelf. 
diffident, teachable and cautious, — that ' humility, | 
which is an eſſential characteriſtic of heavenly 
wiſdom, will render him acceſſible even to ſnarp 
reproof, as well as mild admonition — and that 
ſalutary inſtruction, ſuggeſted from any quarter, 
will be received with thankfulneſs and cordiality, 
and make even the wile man himſelf you wiſer" 
and er. i 
I flatter myſelf, ak this brief comment! on the 
words of Solomon will meet with your hearty ap- 
probation; nor am I without hopes, that you v ill 
juſtify me in making it the introduction to this 
letter; at the ſamę time, that the ſucceſs intimated 
in the ſacred text, induces me almoſt to conclude, 
that you will e and enn weigh 
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che friendly Hints 1 propoſe Hy ing before” yo, 
ahd reap Sn them ſome ſmall advantage. 5 5 

I aſſure you, Sir, it is far from my deſign in 
thus citing yout to the bar of the public, to act the 
part ef the ſour eritir, who eagerly catches at 
every opportunity ſeverely to lath the inaccuracies 
of an illiterate opponent; — of the ſupercilious 
diftatar, who iſſues out his dogmas with peremp- 
torineſs, and ſuſpends all his arguments on the 
firength of his own . pompous ipſt dixit ;—of 
the high-charch-man, who, with pontificaldignity, 
unchurches all that are not of his communion ; 
unchriſtians all that have not been baptized at his» 
font z and makes miniſterial ordination the abſo- 
late monopoly of lan re urs; much leſs wou'd; 
I. in the ſmalleſt degree wiſh to imitate the con- 
duct of the. furious rralat or contracted fectarift,/ 
who upon the ſlighteſt difference in opinion, is 
ready to call for fire from heaven, or rather from: 
hell, to oonſume his adverſaries. ' No, God forbid!- . 
that my heart ſhou'd be influenced, or my pen 
guided, by ſuch a malevolent, cynical, dictatorial, 
bigoted ſpirit! I hope I have not ſo learned Chriſt. 

- Probably if it had fallen to the lot of ſome other 
perion to ànimadvert on, what I mean only to- 


treat in a way of expoſtulation, you would have 
been accoſted with the ironical ſneer, the explicit 


teproof, the perſonal invedtive, or ar od fats 


Cam. But 


1 251 i eee defeſorites iis MOT 34 * 
The 


Tempus — : 


> HP 
The preſent time needs not ſuch weapons as 
theſe ; eſpecially as they are fufficiently brandiſn- 
ed by modern diſputants with an impetuoſity, 
that greatly injures the cauſe of religion, and re- 
flects no honor on the ſpirit of the contending 
parties themſelves. Far be it from me then, to 
take up thoſe weapons againſt you, Sir, which 
have already turned the field of controverſy, into 
a campus martiut, or a polemic aceldama; where 
ſpiritual g/adiators with an unfortunate manœuvre 
wound the very truth they contend for, and, by 
cutting and hacking one another, only afford 
amuſement'to the ſly ſpectators. Beſides, as ſuch 
weapons are carnal, they conſequently make no- 
part of the armor of a chriftian, whoſe peculiar 
glory it is, to contend carneſfiy, but not bitterly, © 
for the truth once delivered to the ſainte. 
Inftead therefore of ruſhing on you with the 
fury of a heated antagoniſt, I mean only to addrefs 
you with the calmneſs of a benevolent admoniſher, 
or the faithfulnefs of a diſintereſted Friend. And 
if in the courſe of my remarks I ſhou'd give you 
an inadvertent wound, 1 with the inſtrument that 
makes it, may be ſo tempered with the oil of love,, 
as that, you may hardly feel the edge; till with, 
an imperceptible keenneſs it has performed its 
work. And if any of the wounds, after they are 
made, ſhou'd ſmart at all, 1 hope Sdlomon's words 
will ſufficiently explain ſuch a circumſtance, and' 
at the ſame time ſuggeſt a motive for FORT 
on Faithful are the wounds of a friend. | 
Perhaps 


66 ] 
Perhaps yourſelf, and others, may blame me 
} for doing that before the public, which might 
have been tranſacted in private. But the obſer- 
vation drops all its weight, when J conſider, that 
the remedy wou'd not then be proportioned to the 
diſeaſe ;, yea, that it wou'd be virtually no remedy 
4 at all. For; fince you act in a public character, 
and have frequent opportunities of diſplaying , 
| that ſpirit, . which you lately did in 9, no- 
| thing can (probably) countera it's influence, 
| but a public reprehenſion. And I look upon ſuch 
a circumſtance, (though indeed in ſome reſpects 
diſſimilar,) as warranted by the ſpirited conduct 
| of faithful Paul, in his public Wer: of a brother, 
| Apoſtle. See Gal. ii. 14. 
| declare it goes to my heart ever to take up 
| my pen againſt any good man, eſpecially, when 
he ſuſtains the important office of a preacher of 
the everlaſting goſpel. But when good men act 
contrary to the genius of the goſpel they preack; 
il when they are carried away with the torrent of 
| bigotry; when they lay ſuch an undue ſtreſs on 
3 non-eſſetials, as to SG them into a part of 
| our ſalvation; when they attack thoſe who. differ . 
To them with ſatire and acrimony ; when the 
entiments and conduct of miniſters of the eſtab- | 
liſhed church, are repreſented i in ſuch a ridiculous 
point of view, as to excite the laughter of an au- 
dience, which ought to be ſolemnized with ſubjects 
of a ere nature; when ſuch conduct tends 
to 


31er 5 
— — — — > 0” > - . —— — 
/ 


— ai ©. 1 it. ho. 1 4 


th) 


to widen the breach between chürch - men and 
diſſenters, and to augment the flame of party= 
prejudice, which burns too vehemently amongſt 
us already; — I ſay, when even good men betray 
ſuch inſtances of bigotted weakneſs, and are in- 
ſtrumental in doing (I hope only inadvertent) injpry 
to the cauſe of Chriſt, it is the indiſpenſable duty 
of ſome to expoſtulate with them on ſuch in- 
conſiſtent behaviour; left, the fimple ſhou'd be 
beguiled, and the progreſs of the goſpel impeded. 

And however 1 may eſteem you, Sir, and other 
reſpectable perſons in your connection, as infec 
I do with the greateſt ſincerity; yet I hope 

will allow that the deareſt and moſt veel 
names are to be comparatively forgotten, where 
truth is concerned. I defire thus to know no man 


after the figſh. The excellent apology. of the Phi- 


loſopher is mine. Amicus Plato, amicus N 
ſed magis amica VERITAS. 

Without any farther apologetic preamble, 1 
proceed explicitly to do that, for which I have 
ventured to take up my pen; and that is calmly 
to expoſtulate with you on your late minifterial 
conduct; and to bring your ſpirit, peculiar ſenti- 
ments, and mode of preaching, to the touchſtone 
of ſcripture, reaſon, candor, and common-fenſe— 
I have not concealed my name either thro' fear or 
ſhame; but with a ſtudious deſign, that the con- 
tents of this pamphlet may be candidly peruſed, 


and that the W of it on all ſides may not be 


unduly 
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unduly biafſed fer or againf the author; 2 cita 
cumſtance, which the bare SIR. of a name is 
i nan e ee boi 


4. 


iq; ˖ Wunn the N "06 of our r making a 
viſit to this town, was announted 77 ſome of your 
friends in the Baptift perſuaſion, the expectation of 
ſome, and the curioſity of others, were greatly 
excited. As every good man, by whatever Par ol 

or denominatiari he may be diſtinguithed, is equ 

dear to me in the cammon fellow ſhip o 
hy ſpel, T therefore ſhared in the j joy of your, om 

d arrival. Perhaps indeed the motives which 
Excited the eagerneſs and expectations of others, 
may have been different from mine. Some prota- 
Bly1 long' d for your coming, only that the g 
de enterteinef with your lively mode of preach: 
ing ; others earneſtly looked out for your arrival, 
that they might receive from your hands the be- 
nefit of immerſion; while not 7 few perhaps only 
withed for the period, that they might glory in 
tur fleſh — that you were a popular preacher; all 
= oli glorifyin ng; by the bye, 7s vain. But I affure 
you, my joy was perfectly free from all thoſe felfs 
intereſted motives, I rejoiced that you were com: 


ing to bear your teſtimony to the. truths of that 


golpel, which, #las! has but few ſincere and.zealous 


advocates in the preſent. day. * gloried in the 


thought- of your being inftrumental in God's 
Hangs 
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hands in turning fingers from the; error of their 
ways. And, ſo far from envying any little popu- 
larity you may have acquired by the peauliarity 
of your addreſs, I on the contrary wiſhed. the 
whole town might attend Four preaching, if ſuch 
attendance wou'd be a mean of bringing them to 
the knowledge of the Son of GOD. And I went 
ſo far, as, even, in thought, to antiripate your | 
minifterial ſuccels in tha nen at. ſome 
"Hamlaergn that may. . tamed ont 1 freely 
acknowledge, Sir, that my ſanguine expectations 
reſpecting you, have exceedingly dropped; and 
that the principle of your procedure has not ap- 
peared to me in ſo amiable a light as I cou'd have 
withed. I had entertained a conſiderable idea of 
your catholiciſm, moderation, &c; But, heu guantd 
% ſpe deaidi! How have I been amazed and diſ⸗ 
appointed! fince þ have been informed with what 
cenſorious zeal you bave inſiſted on dipping; and 
how very ſeverely you treated ſuch as happen ta 
differ from you on that moſt unimportant ſubject. 
2 The great Apoſtle of the Gentiles. gloried 
that © Chriſt ſent him zo to baptize” (merely or 
principally) “ but ta, preach the goſpel.” Whereas 
(though I will not abſolutely judge you on the ſub- 
ject) it ſeems. ta have. been the principal defign 
of Mr. M. in his viſit to -, 10 baptize,. But, 


Sir, if you really thought that none of the Mis 

niſters in the eſtabliſhed Church, or among the 5 

n adminiſter the ardinagce of Oy ic 
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this there is one of your own Ar in town, 5 
whoſe help might have very well ſaved you your 
Journey from -; and who is as fully quali- 
fied for dipping, and as fully ſtrenuous in urging 
its great importance, as yourſelf. But he happens 
to be in favor with one party, and in unfortunate 
diſgrace with the other; and therefore his _ 
tiſtery is in diſrepute ! 7 
3 However, we will wave this point, and ſap- 
poſe' you came to ſee your friends; to viſit the 
church, as you are pleaſed to call the Baptiſis; to 


preach the goſpel; and to dip, only en paſſant. 
Well, and what harm in this? you will ſay. None 
in the leaſt, All this you can do, without any 


controul, in this highly-favored land of civil and 
religious liberty. You and every diſſenter may 
exerciſe all the peculiarities of your refpective 
denominations, without any dread of legal mo- 


leſtation. You are ſafely ſcreened from the ſtorm 


of perſecution by the ſhelter of a gracious tole- 


ration; againſt the privileges of which, I wou'd 


not for the world level a fingle plea. But, while 
you. fit comfortably under your peaceful vine, is 
it right to throw out wanton witticiſms againft the 
mild adminiſtration, which tolerates its exiſtence ? 
Can't you baptize in your peculiar mode, with- 
out ſneering at the eftabliſhed Church which 
differs from you? Do you think it not ſufficient 
to be tolerated to diſſent from the eſtabliſhment, 


| wall you have a toleration likewiſe to inveigh 


be 


againſt her rites? Surely, ſuch conduct is unrea- 
ſonable, ungrateful, and highly unbecoming. 

4 But you think yourſelf authorized to throw 
out your cenſures 8 the eſtabliſhed church, 


becauſe, it ſeems, you have diſcovered ſome de- 


ficiencies in her public ſervice. Hence I am in- 
formed, that in your ſermon preparatory to the 
ceremony of dipping, you ſuggeſted. the following 
addition to our Liturgy. From falſe joy, falſe 
* confidence, &c. Good Lord delixen us... ........., 

The members of the, eſtabliſhment are much 
obliged to you, Sir, for this propoſed interpolation. 
But probably, the generality of them will concur 
with me in thinking it altogether unneceffary, for 
the following reaſons, () We cannot poſſibly 
entertain ſo high an opinion of Mr. M's abilities, 


as to ſuppoſe him qualified for making an im- 


proyement in our Liturgy, when we conſider it 
as the production of men of the deepeſt, learning 


and piety; whoſe exemplary holineſs in life, and 
invincible fortitude in death, proved them to have 
been amply qualified for the high office of Re- 


formers, and to haye been eminently worthy of 
the crown of Martyrs. (2) Our liturgy « Jork not 


really need any addition. It is already fall, and 


includes every ſingle article of moment, 9 N a 


poor ſinner can with to form i in his addreſſes to 


the throne of grace. It is comprehenſive, without 


being prolix; explanatory, without being tedious; 
and conciſe,” without being obſcure. It ſtands in 


our ſervice as a firm barrier againſt the incroach- 
B 2 | ments 
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metits of  kereſy ; as an excellent model b con- 
gregational prayer; and as a preſervative againſt 
the introduction of men's private opinions into 
that part of divine worthip, which oughit cer- 
tainly to be the moſt ſolemn, the moſt pure, and 
the moſt ſcriptural of any other. How often have 
1 blefſed Gop for our judicious Liturgy, when I 
Have been car-witneſs to the frreverencr, and vain 
repetition, where with extemporaneous effuſions i in 
prayer, too often abound! And how has it grieved 
me to obſerve the great influence of prejudice ! 
which, ſdoner than be obligated to the eftabliſh- 
ment for a liturgical ſervice, will ſometimes palm 
upon a congregation abſolute nonſenſe, or Per- 


| haps fomething worſe. .(3) The. petition pro- 


poſed, is yirtually contained in the following ſaf- 
Tages. From pride, vain-glory, and hypocriſy. 
* from all the deceits of the world, the fleſh, 
4 ind the devil, good Lok deliver us!” 1 dare 
Ry, I nded not inform you, Sir, that falfe Jo, 
Kalle confidence, falſe hope, and falſe faith too, 
are the inſeparable concomitants of pride, bain- 
glory, and hypocriſy ;, and as the devil can fo far 
transform himſelf into an angel of light, as to re- 
commend, and ſucceſsfully inſpire, all theſe four 
dreadful falſities into the hearts of finners, from 
'which our Chutch' prays to be delivered ; I hope 
you are now convinced that your lately-pro poſed 
"reformation in our liturgy, is ſuperfluous, re- 


1:44 


5 I was 


ß I was for ſome time at u loſs: to conceive 
what confiection cou'd' poſſibly ſubſiſt between 
your ceremony of dipping,” and the introduction 
of your additional Petition into our 8 But 
my conjectural diffculties ſoon vaniſhed, upon 
bebte informed, that in your” ſermon prepa- 
ratory to plunging the adults, you expatiated on 
the interview between Philip and the Eames 
mentioned in Ac viii. 26-40. One circumſtance 
which you feem eſpecially to have dwelt upon, was 
that of the happy ÆAthiopian going on his way 
e rejoicing.” This, I ſuppoſe, led you to een 
fider the nature of true and falſe joy; and from 
thence you were inclined probably to propoſe an 
amendment in our Liturgy. But furely, Sir, you 
cannot think that the Eunuch's joy was the trier 
becauſe he was baptized; or thas it was founded 
upon that circumſtance. I believe his joy was 
antecedent to his being baptized, and that it had an 
entire reference to that crucified Jeſus whom Pau 
preached, and in whom te believed. Had the 
Eunuch rejojced merely becauſe his body was 
waſhed in water, ſuch rejoicing wou'd have cha- 


racterized him, as belonging to the cancijion; and 


not to that true circumcifion, whoſe © rejoicing is 


in Chriſt Jeſus, and who put no confidence in 


*« the fleſh.” Phil. iii. 2. For, whoever makes 
any thing, either in whole or in part, the ground 


of his rejoicing before God, fave the atonement 
and obedience ' of Chrift, does fo far reft in a 


creature-work, and derogate from the Redeem- 
er's glory. And yet, if your whole exhortation 
did 


( 14 ) 


did not wear ſome ſuch legal aſpect, I cannot 
Gonceive wherefore you animadverted on the 1 up- 
poſed defectiveneſs of our Liturgy; when ſuch 


animadverfion tended. to infinuate, that the dif- 
penſers of Infant-Baptiſm, and the perſons ſo bap- 
tized, muſt be under the influence of a falſe joy. 

Although I am willing to hope, that, whatever 


you. may have dropped on this ſubject, aroſe, 


more from inaccuracy of expreſſion, than real 
error of ſentiment; yet, leſt your ſpirit ſhou'd 
have been particularly legalized upon a favorite 
occaſion, permit me to ſtate the following caſe. — 
Suppoſe any of the candidates for immerſion (for 
it ſeems they were dreſſed in white) ſhou'd turn 
out to have been hypocrites, or formal profeſſors; 


that they were utterly unacquainted with the 


ſound faith of the converted Eunuch; and that 
they went to the bath, with the ſame ſtupid ſpirit, 


in which numbers approach the ſacrament ; wou'd 


their watery grave, ex opere operato bury their 
fins, or make them partakers of the true layer of 


regeneration? If they re joiced; wou'd their joy be 
that with which a ſtranger intermeddleth not? Wou'd 


not it be joy in holy water, rather than in the Holy 
Ghoſt? Wou'd it not be joy in dipping, and not 


in believing ? And, conſequently, wou'd it not be 


the delufive joy of the hypocrite, or the flaſhy 


Joy of the ſtony-ground hearer? And if this may 


| have been the caſe with ſome, as it certainly may; 
was your exhortation calculated to rouſe them 


from their dream? Rather, by making an ill- . 


timed digreſſion to the ſuppoſed defects of the 
eſtabliſhed 


* So the Baptiſts ſometimes call the baptiſmal water. 


= 
eſtabliſhed Liturgy, and to thofe miniſters, who 
are advocates for Infant-Baptiſm, had it not a 
tendency to inſpire your candidates with an im- 
proper contempt'of both; to puff them up with 
ſelf-conceit ; and to make them (Phariſee-like) 


thank God, that 9 th Were en like other un- 
dipped men?” ? 


6 In the conſe of your Jeni on baptikiusg 
by aſperſion or ſprinkling, ſeveral of your hearers 
thought you more amuſing than judicious. Whole 
vollies of low witticiſms were levelled, it ſeems, at 
the miniſters in the eſtabliſhment and among the 
diſſenters, who do not chooſe to lay ſuch a ſtreſs 
on dipping, as you do. But perhaps all theſe'wit= 
ticiſins put together (if I may judge of the whole 
by a part) did not carry with them the cogency of 
one ſolid obſervation; 'and'I am perſuaded the 
whole of ſuch riſible ord'nance wou'd be mere 
brutum fulmen, harmleſs artillery, when oppoſed 
to a ſingle ſcriptural argument, However, let 
us try the ſtrength of a few of them. | 
1n order that you might ridicule thoſe who do 
not diſpenſe baptiſm by immerſion, you wittily ' 
. obſerved, © that they only baptize the ends, of 
+ their fingers. This obſervation ſavors more 
of vulgarity than ſolidity. The error contained 
in it, is founded on a mere begging the queſtion. 
You take for granted, that baptiſm always ſigni- 
fies dipping; or that the idea of the one is always 
inſeparably connected with that of the other. But 
a proper attention to- the analogy of * 
| and 


Cad} | 
and a moderate acquaintance with the genius of 
the greek language wou'd convince you of your 
miſtake. (1) By comparing a few paſſages of 
ſcripture together, it will appear, that the Haly 
Glut utes the terms baptizing; ſprinkling, pouring 
aut, &c. as ſynanymous. Thus when the prophet 
ſays, He ſhall s RINELE many nations, 


Ja. Iii. 15. the ſon of Zacharias faith, <* 'He ſhall 


* BAPTIZE: you with the Holy Ghoſt and with 
* fire.” Mat. iii. 11. The influence of the Spirit 
is frequently repreſented under the ſymbol of 
the element uſed in baptiſm. Hence that glo- 
rious promiſe, Then will IS RIN KLE clean 
water upon you, and ye ſhall be clean, &. 

Ezek. xxxvi. 23. And hence the correſpondent 
promiſe under the New Teftament, * He that 
*. believeth and is BAPTIZED, ſhall be ſaved. 
Mark xvi. 16. Again, the baptiſm of the Holy 
Ghoſt is promiſed in that remarkable prophecy of, 
Joel in the following terms. It ſhall: come to, 
* paſs. afterwards that I will youz ouT my 
« Spirit upon all fleſh.” This very promiſe, 
which was ſo eminently fulfilled upon the day of 


Pentecoft, the Apoſtle Peter quoted in the courſe | 


of his ſermon recorded in Acts ii. and moreover, 
uſes the very word of the prophet, faying, 55 He 
6e hath ſhed forth (the Greek word is ite: pared: 
4. out) this, which ye now ſee and hear. And 
yet this ſhedding forth or pouring out is called bap- 
ORE. Yea I. can prove that 11 8 upon Nang 


A 


TH 23 


In Peter's: famous conteſt at Jeruſalem with the 
legal advocates for c:rcume{/ion he recites the par- 
ticulars of his vin, the removal of his Jewiſh 
prejudices, and the manner in which, thei Gentiles: 
were confirmed in the bleflings of the covenanto 

* As I began to ſpeak” ſays the Apoſtle, the 
Holy Ghoſt FELL ON i them, as on us, 

* &Cc. Then remembered I the word of the 
„Lokp, how that he ſaid, ye ſhall be BAP. 

„ TIZED with the Holy Ghoſt.” A&s ii. 18, 16. 
From all: theſe correſpondent paſſages, it muſt- 
appear to every unprejudiced perſon, that the 
gift of the Spirit of God is illuſtrated by the terms 
ſprinkling, pouring out, &c. that theſe terms are 
equivalent to baptizing; and that as the baptiſmal. 
water is an emblem of the Spirit of Chriſ, I am 
fully perſuaded, when the ſacramentary element 

is either poured or ſprinkled upon an infant in the 
name of the TRI UNE GOD, it is as effectu- 
ally baptized, as if it were plunged twenty fathom 
under water, (2) The various uſe of the Greek 
word can might convince you, that the idea of 
dipping is not eſſentially connected with it. I will 
therefore quote a few paſſages, where it has a dif-- 
ferent acceptation. For, (as the Judici« ous Leigh 
obſerves in his Critica ſacra) ** though the word 

« baptize be derived from Carve mergo or tingo, to 

« dip or plunge into water, yet it is taken more 
largely for any kind of waſhing, rinſing, or 
« cleanfing, even where there is na dipping at all, 


at Kalt no plunging of the whole body under wa- 
C . ter. 
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ter The Evangeliſt informs us that the Phark= 


ſees, except they waſh (Carnovie, baptize them- 


. ſelves) eat not. Here was in this cuſtom no 
immerging of the whole body; becauſe to do this, 
every time they came ffom market, wou'd have 
been extremely inconvenient; and in many caſes 


impracticable: beſides the Apoſtle fays that they 
waſnecbt heir hand. —— the wafh- 
ing (Guan, bapti ſme) of dups, and pots; brazen 


veſſels, and of (a couches) tables. Mark vu. 4. 


If any will contend that the Phariſees put their 


eups and pots under water, in order to olean them, 
vet ſurely it wou d be abſurd to ſuppoſe that they 


immergeri their couches too. Probably theſe. were 

ſprinkleu; and yet the mode of cleanſing them is 
Called baptiſm. A clear proof that the greek 
word has the different acceptation I contend for; 
that a perſon may be ſaid. to be baptized, when 
anly a part of his body is cleanſed with water; 


and that a manner of cleanfing is in ſcripture 
called a baptiſm, even where there is 10 dipping at 
all. Our Saviour faith, ** I have a; baptiſm to be 


< baptized with, &c.“ Lake xii. go. The baptiſm. 


alluded to, was that of his blood. But, wou'd it 


not be extremely abſurd to ſay that Chriſ was 


dipped in his blogd ?- Rather, as we are informed: 


that in his agony, great drops were forced from 


the Redeemer's tortured pores, and fell in gru- 
mous clots to the ground; does not ſuch a bloody 
baptiſm naturally ſuggeſt the idea of ſprinkling 


h ſince the Kae himſelf, upon his 
great 


e 
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great work. 'of treading: the wine-preſs, and van⸗ 
quithing his enemies, is introduced by a the pro- 
phet, as ſaying, © Their blood ſhall be s DRIN 
„ KLE D upon my garments.” Va. kin. 3. n 
prophefied, of Chriſt, laying, He hall baptizs 
„you with the Holy Ghoſt,” Luke iii. 16. Is the 
leaf idea of dipping connected with ithis;promiſe? 
or with it's fulfillment? hen it is ſaid, that tlie Spi- 


rit of God in the form of fiery tongues-/at; upO 


the Apoſtles, Als ii. g. Yet this Sitting upon "i 

called a. being baptized, which ſurely is as remote. 
from the idea of dipping," as. from that of flying. 
Again, the Apoſtle ſays that “the fathers' were 


„ baptixed in the cloud and in the fea,” i. Cbr. X. 24 


They vt eẽre under the cloud,” that is, the cloud 
went over e them like a canopy or umbrella, but 
vVithout touching. 80 that if they were baptized 
in it; this muſt e attributed to the dropt which 
fell from it, and ſprintiei them. They © paſſed 
tro the ſea,” which baptized them in the ame 
manner,” As the watery element ftood like a wall 
upon the right hand and upon the left, ' detached 
| particles driven by the wind lightly 7 printled the 

marching tribes. 80 that, while the Iftaelites were 


baptized by ſprinkling; Pharaoh's hoſt, Which pur- 


ſued them, were baptized by mmer fon with a ven- 
geance; for the fea, hitherto Pparteti for i. 5 
) 


ſafe conveyance, fell in upon the purſuers 
that they ſunk, (or, if you pleaſe, were dipp 


like lead in the mighty waters. The- Author gf 


: che epifile to the Hebrews days, that the * firſt 


C2 „ covenant” 


( @o ;) 


4 covenant“ or diſpenſation of Moſes © had A 
vers Waſhings,” Wagon; Comtopos different baptiſms. 
Heb. ix. 10. Let any perſon but attentively read 
the account of theſe ablutions, walhings, or hap- 
#i/ms, under the law, and he will find that they 
were frequently executed by ſprinkling. The caſe 
of the leper is remarkable. Then the prieſt 
% hall $SPÞRINKLE upon him that is to be 
cleanſed,” &c. Lev. xiv. 7. And the Apoſtle 
aſcribes a legal purification of the unclean to the 
ſprinkling: of the blood of bulls and goats, and to 
the athes of an heifer.. Heb, ix. 13. From hence 
it is manifeſt that the Holy Ghoſt in his word. calls | 
ſprinklings,' baptiſms, and: vice verſa; and that, to 
attribute the idea of dipping to the word baptize, is, 
to miſinterpret the oracles of GoD, to ſet ſcrip- | 
ture againſt, itſelf —to be wiſe above that which is 
written — and groflly to overlook the real import 
of the original, merely for iRDUIRINE a nnn 
but unimportant ceremony. 

7 But perhaps, ooirithfanding: ans various 
acceptations of the word baptiſm, you ſtill con- 
elude, that all Who were admitted to that ordi- 
nance, were abſolutely dipped. And you think 
that the inſtances recorded in the New Teſtament, 
8 Prove the point. But, although I am not reluc. 
tant in acknowledging, that baptiſm may have 
deen ſometimes adminiſtered by immerſion; yet, that 
this was not always the caſe, there is, I think, 
evident i intimation. And if you had conſidered 
this point more maturely, Il am certain Jou wou'd 
,.. not 
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not wie ddlivered r _ perem ul oyon 


the ſubject. 

(1) Do you a Sir, ihe: the vaſt mend 
menitioged] in Mat. iii. 3. were all dipped ? For it 
is written, Then went out to him Teruſalem, 
© and all Fudea, and all the region round about 

© Jordan, and were baptized of him in Jordan, 
“ confeſſing their ſins.“ I am ſo fully fatisfied 
with Mr. Weſtey's obſervations on this text; and 
they expreſs' my own ſentiments ſo much better 
than I cou'd myſelf; that, for your ſake, and for 
that of the candid reader, I will tranſcribe them 
intire, as they ſtand in his Notes on the New 
Teſtament. Such prodigious numbers cou'd 
“ hardly be baptized by immerging their whole 
& bodies under water: nor can we think they 
* were provided with change of raiment for it, 
e which was ſcarce practicable for ſuch vaſt mul- 
« titudes. And yet they cou'd not be immerged 


„ naked with MOD EST Y; nor in their uraring 


« apparel with s A ET Y. It ſeems therefore, 
* that they ſtood in ranks on the edge of the 
e river; and that n, paſſing along before them, 
e caſt water on their heads or faces; by which 


„means he might baptize many thouſands" in a 


© day. And this way moſt naturally ſignified 
*« Criſt's baptizing them, with the Holy Ghoſt and 
«+ with fire, which J ſpoke of, as prefigured 
© by his baptizing with water; and which was 
* eminently fulfilled, when the Holy Ghoſt fat 
upon the diſciples in the appearance of tongues, 


or flames of fire.“ _ 


C £2 ) 


(2) By means of the extraordinary ſermons de · 
livered — Peter on the day of Pentecat, we are 
formed that no leſs than · three thouſand ſouls 
© were added, unto the church that very days 
* who. having gladly received his word were 
5. baptized.” As ii. 41. Now I appeal to com- 
mon ſenſe, whether it is reaſonable to ſuppoſe 
that this prodigious number of converts cou'd 
have been dipped; when ſuch a circumſtance muſt 
Have been attended with inſuperable inconve- 
niencies to the perſons baptized; and, (if practi- 
cable) muſt have required the attendance. of the 
Apoſtles not only for one day;'but for many days, 
and weeks too: And yet that they were baptized 
the ſame day they were awakened, ſeems plain 
from the ſtyle of the Evangeliſt, * Then, er. at 
t time, they that received the word: were 
$:;baptized.” Suppoſing then that the ordinance 
as liſpenſed by pouring or ſprinkling of water, 

and nat by dippmgyeven the three thõuſand might 
have been thus as eaſily and commodiouſly bap- 
ized at one time, as five thouſand were ed upon 
another occafion. Bat, upon any other ſuppo- 
fitioin; it ſeems improbable and abſurd. _ 
(8) Even the hiftory of the Eunuch's'converfion 
goes not furniſh any abſolute proof of his having 
| been, baptized by &mmer/ion, Indeed the contrary 
is ſuppoſable. For, as the Eunuch cou'd not 
have been prepared for an unexpected plunge 
under water; it is unnatural to ſuppoſe that Phi- 

* ſent * dripping Nerf he had a . 5 


ney 
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ney to purſue; eſpecially as ſueh a cireumſtance 
might inſpire the Eunuch with an unfavorable 


idea of chriſtianity, juſt at his firſt ſetting out; 


As to the manner in which the jay was 
baptized, I think it ſeems. more than probable; 
it cou'd not have been by dipping; fince the-place 
(a dungeon,) the time (midnight, and other cons 
comitant circumftances, muſt have rendered ms 
merion incommodious and even impoſlible ;'untety 
you adopt an abſurd! and improbable ſuppoſition 
that the jailor was provided with a baptifery in 
his haue. go ft of ai zn ui 930 
_- (4) However even ſuppoſing that in het coun- 
tries and upon particular occaſions, baptiſm was 
adminiſtered by immerſion; yet this is no, proof 
that this was always the caſe; for even Scripturg 
itſelf abundantly intimates, the contrary, , and ſq 
does the uſage of the Church for many centuries 
back, as well as that of the moſt pure and flous 
rithing proteſtant Churches in the preſent day, 
In certain circumſtances and upon ſome parti- 
cular occaſions, dipping wou d be not only im- 
practicable, but likewiſe attended with confide- 
rable danger. — For inſtance. Suppoſe, Sir, that 


you were called to viſit the fick-bed of an aban- 
doned infidel, a carnal Jew, or a deluded Quaker; 


that any one of theſe three avowed enemies to the 


errors through your inſtrumentality; and that 


1 ? 1 411 . 83 0 % K „ Ss; r 
upon the removal of his prejudices againſt, the goſ- 


pel of the bleſſed Gop, he requeſted you to admit, 
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him to the New Teſtament ſeal of the eovenant. 
Wou'd you, as a diſpenſer of baptiſm; inſiſt, that 
the party, laboring under an acute diſorder, rack- 
ed with pain, and perhaps juſt launching into 
eternity, thou'd be taken out of bed, and plunged 
head-over-ears in a bath? Or in ſuch circum- 
Nances, wou'd not humanity, ſcripture, and un- 
avoidable neceſſity ſo far overcome your ceremonial 
prejudices, as to ſuggeſt the propriety of admi- 
niſtering the baptiſmal water by ſprinkling, or 


| pouring ? And as' ſuch a circumſtance may often 


occur, in your viſits to ſick people; muſt you 
not, either, omit altogether what you ſay is © ef- 
« ſential to the obedience of faith?” (which upon 
your principle muſt be an eſſential omiſfion,) or 
elſe do that, which might accelerate their depar- 
ture out of the world? or be driven to the humane 
neceſſity of ſprinkling ſome of your dying converts? 


—— Or, ſuppoſe that a woman, far advanced in 


her pregnancy, ſhou'd happen to be one of your 
candidates ; wou'd not tenderneſs for the peculiar 
circumfaances of the mother and the unborn infant, 


(not to ſay decency,) ſuggeſt the poſtponing an un- 


; important ceremony, which might turn out a 


* watery grave” with a witneſs, to both parties ? 
eſpecially if the ;immer/ion ſhou'd take place in the 
rigorous ſeaſon of winter? Wou'd not therefore 


q 


ſprinkling, in this caſe, be more proper, and every 


whit as efficacious? *© O but we might do it in 
n faith. ' Nay, you ſhou'd rather have ſaid, . in 


4. * preſumption,” for I believe faith has nothing to 
do 


( 25 ) 
do with the matter. Howeyer if immerſ ton in 
ſuch dangerous circumſtances be done in faith ; 3 
why might it not be delayed in faith? * am cer- 
tain, that, even in caſe of death, ſuch : a procraſti- 
nation wou'd not in the leaſt affect the eternal 
welfare of either mother or child; ſince it is pro- | 
miſed, © She ſhall be /aved in child-bearing (not 
if ſhe is dipped): but if they continue in Faith, 
% and love, and holineſs with ſobriety.” i. Tim. ii. 1 15· 
Conſidering then that the nature of a a climate, 
the ſcaſon of the year, the peculiar ſituation of 
fick perſons, and of pregnant women, and va- 
rious other circumſtances might concur to render. 
dipping, extremely abſurd, dangerous, and even 
cruel; I ſay confidering this, I am much ſar- 
priſed, Sir, to hear that in one of your incon- 
cluſive and unbecoming illuſtrations, ou aſked 
your audience, whether * if the ſprinklin g of their 
pots, cups, &c, wou'd cleanſe them.” This was 
deſigned as another vulgar reflection upon the 
miniſters in the eſtabliſhment and among the dif- 
ſenters, A judicious friend of mine, who heard 
and ſmiled at the weakneſs of this coarlſe fimili- 
tude, obſerved, that ** if the pots or cups were 
to be wrapt in cloths, and „1645 ſuddenly thro? 
e the water, they won'd not he a whit cleaner 
by ſuch an operation, than if they were ſorin- 
0 2 This was a ſmart reply, and in your 
own fiyle too, Sir, I ſhall leave the proper appli- 
cation of it to yourſelf, and the e can- 
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8 I wonder, dear Sir, you word drop fack 


low hints about the clean quality of immer fon. 
Is it not poſſible, that ſometimes in one of your 


zealous paroxyſms upon this favorite ſubject, you 


may forget the important obſervation of the Apof · 


tle. Baptiſm doth now ſave us (wt the putting 


« away of the filth of the fh, but the anſwer of 


&. good conſcience toward Go) i. Pet. iii. 21, 
Leſt you ſhou'd overlook the point of moment in 
this text, permit me to ſuggeſt a little paraphraſe 
The conſcience is rendered good, 


. 


n 1t,- 
. it is ſprinkled from the evil of guilt, and the 
ſenſe of condemnation, by the blood of Chrif, and 
when * it is purged from dead works to ſerve the 


_ « hving Gop.” Heb. ix. 14, — X. 22, Here is a 
620 1 work of purification which muſt paſs 
upon a guilty conſcience and a polluted heart; 
and which is effected thro the powerful efficacy 
of the blood of ſprinkling. The removal of guilt 
from the one, 5 the ſanctification of the other; 
are ſymbolically repreſented in the ordinance of 
_ baptiſm; wherein the element of water operates 
on. the body, as the blood and Spirit of Chrif do 
upon the immortal ſoul. Here then we are pre- 
ated” with the harmanious and fignificant co- 
agency of the ·· Three that bear witneſs on earth.” 
i. Jom, v. 8. the ſprinkling of the nr of Chrift 
in juſtification, the b Printing of the Spixrr of 


0 in Janftification, and the ſprinkling of the 
baptiſmal WATER in ſealing thoſe bleſſings on 


the heart and conſcience, . Theſe © three Ares 
| in 


495 
0 in one” and the ſame uniform teſtimony to cue 
work, offices, and perſon of HIM Who. camg 
by water and blood, in one and the ſame 
8 glorious co- operation in the ſalvation of ſinners my 
and ix one and t e lame indifſpluble. connectiog 
between Chrift, is blood. his Spirit, his ſacra- 
ments, his goſpel, his miniſters, 


baptiſm onl py uu | 
water in ptiim only uts away 1 
fe; but the Spirit — blood remove the pollu- 
tion of the ſoul. The former operates dependent: 
ly upon and in ſubordination to the co-efficiency 

of the latter; without which, all the pouring, 
ſprinkling, or dipping j in the word, nee purge 
a guilty conſcience. 

When therefore you urge nne won 4 i 
not be much more to the purpoſe, if you wop'd 
expatiate upon the purifying virtue ofthe; Ro- 
deemer- g blood and Spirit, inſtead of laying tugh 
an eraphaſis on your favorite mode of baptizing? 
Wou'd it not tend to the awakening and un- 
deceiving Jour candidates, xather to. preſs on 
them the important neceſſity of 'the ayſaver of a 
good conſcience toward Gop, than to amuſe them 
with humorous Illuſtrations, which arg fo apt ts 
divert the mind from the grand point? And in- 
ſtead of propoſing any ſimilitudes, which wou'd 
inſinuate, that baptiſmal water in mme cle 
better than by paring or ſprinkling ;, vou d it not 
be more conducive to edification, more canſifient 
with your important function, and more etun- 
A *. * n, bagtiſn r 
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Holy Ghoſt, without which we can never enter 


heaven whether we be ſprinkled or dipped?ꝰ 
9 You obſerve, Sir, I am fond of ufing the 
term ſprinkling, and for noother reaſon, but becauſe 
It is the favorite phraſeology of the Holy Ghoſt in 
His word. Moſes took the blood of calves and 
« of goats with water, and SPRINKLED both 
„the book and all the people, He srRI NKLED 
* likewiſe the tabernacle, and all the veſſels of the 
miniſtry. Heb. ix. 19. 21. Now, Sir, can you 
poſſibly entertain a doubt, whether the people and 
the veſſels were as effectually cleanſed by ſprinkling, 


us if both the one and the other had been dipped 
in a baptiſtery of blood? If fuch a doubt ſhou'd 


remain, the Apoſtle J hope will remove it. Al- 
4. moſt all things are by the law purged, 45 
* purified, cleanfed by the (ſprinkling of) blood,” 
'Heb. ix. 22. So that, if both perſent and veſſels 
might be laid to have been legally purified or 
-baptized k 7 ſprinkling, under the law ; is it not 
rational and ſcriptural to appropriate the ferm 


and to adopt the mode, under the goſpel? And 


does not your fimilitude confequently fall to the 


ground! ? which inſinuates that a veſſel cannot 
be legally cltanſed, unleſs it be dipt, or that a 


LIES 


e perſon may not be evan gelically purified, 
4 leſs his whole body be immerged in the el 
266) tary element.“ Beſides ; does not the ver) 
mode of adminiſtering circumciſion refate this idea? 
That ordinance repreſented the mortification of 
Des deart to fin, the ſeal of the covenant, and the 

| cutting 
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| euttlug-of of every carnal ſuperfluity connectõd 
with corrupt fleſh and blood. Though it mand- 
ſeſtly implied a death of the whole man to fit}, 
and a conſecration of the hole heart to Gon, it 
was nevertheleſs applied to but à ſmall part of 
the body. Vet, who will dare ſay that it was nut 
therefore efechual? Why indeed, according to 
the ideas of a baptiſti, who ſeems to make the E 
ſence of a ſacrament to conſiſt in its applicatiom 
to the whole body, circumcifion ought to have 
been diſpenſed by an univerſal excoriatiun. . 
10 The Apofile records that | Moſes by faith 
kept the paſſover and the ſprinkling of blood 
Heb. xi. 28. The greek word is ge affufron, 
or pouring to, which, our tranſlators very properly 
Tender ſprinkling ;| becauſe as a bunch of hyſſop 
Vas the inſtrument uſed in applying the blood of 
the paſchal lamb, it muſt have been conſequently 
ſprinkled. The inſtituted means. then of Iſruets 
deliverance from the deſtroying angel was the 
blood of the paſſover; the manner of application 
was by printling; and the ſalvation effected was, 
not thro the quantity, but the quality of the paſ- 
chal blood; one drop of which upon an Jfraclite's 
door, wand have been as efficacious a, preſerva- 
tive, as if : both the houſe and houſhold had been 
dipt in blood. If then, ſprinkling was upon this 
important occaſion, an effectual and fignificant 
An; why may it not be equally ſo under the 
_ 3 5 "Gam not the N of tile 


Son 


® Fleaing of the whole ſkin. 
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on of Gon de ps really ſealed in the ſpriakling of 


A little baptiſmal water, now, as a temporal ſalva- 
tion was of old thro” the ſprinkling of a little blopd?, 
I hope, dear Sir, by this time, your prejudices 
againf the word: ſprinkling, and the made it im- 
Plies, are in ſome {mall degree dropt; eſpedially, 


as both the one and the other have the ſanRion 
of the Holy Ghoſt himſelf. I cou'd wiſh, that 
vou and all your baptifi-brethren, inſtead. of lay 


ing. ſuch a legal ſtreſs on going under water, 
wou'd exhauſt all your arguments and exhovu- 


of Immanuel's blood, which alone can wath the 


af regeneration and renewing of the "Holy 


. Ghoſt,” without which, whoſoever livech, 1s 


counted dead before Gon. Leſt ſome of your 


Candidates for dipping ſhou'd ge down to their 


4% watery grave,” and at laſt to the grave- of. death, 
"with © a LYE in their right hand;“ tell them, © 


toll them, Sir, that not all che water in Jordun 
can waſh away their innate pollution; and that 


No ontward forms can make them chan, 
The EROS IV lies deep within, 8 


| Inſtead of ridiculing 3 your brethren, who think 
7 they have ſcriptural authority for differing from 


you on the unimportant ſubject of dipping, learn 
at leaſt to ſpeak teuderiy of them, if you think 
they do not deſerve an hoorable mention, For 
er you may think of many of thoſe, who 
are 


tations in pointing your hearers do the fountain 
Kithy /Ethiop white; and to that true ** waſhing 


4 
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({ 32.) 
ate not of the church, (as you call your fea) 1 
fully perſuaded, (and I. hope in your” coder mo- 


ments you yourfelf will acknowledge) they are 
e the angels of the churches and the glory of 


Cris.“ — Inſtead of exciting che 'comtempt- of 


your Hhearers' for the eſtabliſhed” church, by 
taking # detached portion of her ;ſervice, and 
making it the object of an ungenerous fneery 
ſtrive to treat our xenerable Ama Mater with ſome 
degree of delicacy and decorum: for you know 
in your conſcience, that her decFrinal ſyſtem is built 
upon the foundation of the Apoſtles and Prophets 
and that your own diflent from her, is rather à 
diſſent of diſcipline and e. thah of the q 
trine and eſſentials. © 
I ſhou'd now take my leave of you; Sir. b but” . 
that I have conſidered only one half of the fab; bject 
which induced me to take up my pen. An 20 
that which remains is a point of great im portance, 
mou'd certainly do great injuftice to my read - 
ers, to my ſubject, to myſelf, and to you, Sir, XY 15 
| paſſed it, over un· noticed. I have already en- 
deavored to prove from ſcripture, reaſon, and 
facts, that dipping is by no means eſſential to the 
mode of diſpenſing baptifm + — that the greek 


word car has not the limited MPs 3 | 


+ That 0 by ZI was: a 4 ik in 
caſes of * neceflicy, and even in hoi countries, is plain, 
from what Cornelius Biſhop of Rome, Ano Dom. 25.1, lays con. 
cerning, Mauatian, is Cn In x 5 exeilo Te engl. = He was 
baptized by affuſion, or ſprinkling, in the bel in which he lay.” - 
— hut this is ſtill more evident from the teſumonꝝ of Ss 


Cyprian 


(' 32+ ) 

baptifis wou'd affix to it; but that it includes the 
ideas of pouring-out, rinſing, ſprinkling and waſhing' 
in general that the obſervations you lately made 
on the ſubject, were unſolid and unargumen- 
tative — and that your mamer of animadverting 

| onithoſe churches which differ from you, was, in 

I} tze eſtimation of many of your judicious hearers, 

[ | Indelicate, un-catholic, and ſevere. But, 1 pro- 
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| | ceed now to conſider ſome of your ſtrictures 
| r 01-41 LEE . «+ OR, 
il | Erin The opinion of this 3 father had been alked, 8 
Whether one in the communion of the chureh, e, hg par- 
re- ba 


taker of clyni baptiſm, or baptiſm in bed, ought to p- 
tized. To this he anſwers, ** You inquire, what I think of 

uch as obtain the grace {of baptiſm) in time of their ſickneſs 
and infirmity ; whether they are to be accounted Jawful (law- 
fylly; baptized) chriſtians, becauſe they are not waſhed all over, 
with the water of ſalvation, but have only ſome of it poured on 
them. I judge thus; that the divine favors are not maimed or 
weekened,. fo that auy thing leſs than the whole of them is con- 
veyed ] for the contagion of fin is not in the ſacrament, waſhed 
off dy the ſame meaſures, that the dirt of the tin and of the body 


— 4 — 
WG woes)” Ee — ———— — 
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3s wathed off in an ordinary bath : ſo as that there ſhou'd be a 1 
neceſſity of ſogþ, and à large fiſli-pond or pool. Tn the ſacra- I 
ments, when nece//ity compels, the. /horteft ways of tranſacting the n 
divine matters, do by Gop's gracious difpenſation, - confer the 17 


— — — — o — — 
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| WwnoLE BEwngriT., And no man need therefore think other- 


wiſe, becauſc theſe ſick people, when they receive the grace of fe 
eur Lon b, have nothing but an aſfuſion or ſprinkling ; as the tl 
Holy ſcripture by the prophet Exeliel ſays, I, will gry INKL clean „ 
Hater upon pon, and you ſhall be clean, &. —+— Therefore, if la 
+ one think that they obtain no benefit as having only an tl 
Hon of the water of ſalvation ; don't let him miſtake ſo far, as 73 

at the parties if they recover of their ſickneſs ſhou d be bap- 1 
fized again. The great Dr. Whitaker ſays, ** In the caſe of n 
infants, and of ſickly people, I think ſprinking ſufficient.” —— * 
Aud our great reformer Wickliff ſays, in Trialog. I. iv. e. 11, W 
iI is not material whether they be dipped, once, or thrice, or 01 


Water be fourem on their heads.” See Walls Hiſtory of Iufzni- 


L } 


0 


Fr 


( 38: ) 


va infart-baptiſm; and to vindicate that, el : 
ment ſign and ſeal of the covenant from the pres. 


| judices, MIN "ny eee of a ana- 


nfs 
3 2 a" + o 7 ; * 
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Ii. ite grand point which the reformed church= 
es contend for, in their oppoſition, : to., anabaptiſm 


"hs the admiſſion of infants into the viſible church: 


by the, ordinance. of baptiſm; which is both a 
ſign and ſeal of the bleſſings of the covenant, and 
is a manifeſt ſuccedaneum to the ald-xeſſament, rite. 
of circumcifiom The children of Gag's, Ifrael were 
taken into covenant with him under the law; z.and, 
we, maintain that this privilege is by. no. means. 
loſt under the goſpel-diſpenſation, but is ſtill con- 
tinued to the viſible, church, * the inflitytion of 
infant: baptiſim, 1.1 Hofer 
This the Bapt ii ove 1 3 1 then 
not only do not baptize their own, children, but, 
likewiſe; rebaptize all their profelytes; though they. 
may haye been baptized, before in in. their infancy. 
This latter circumſtance bas deſervedly, procured 
for them the name of Auabaptiſis, or rebaptizers ; 
though they do notclivele to embrate this appel- 
lation PATE becauſe they wou'd"Infinuate 
that infant-baptiſny.is.no baptiſm D 
By rejecting this fightficant goſpel rite, they 
i. the new-teſtament church in one of her 
important ſacraments; they deprive the children 
of * parents 7 4 e which they en- 


E | joyed 


| 
| 


c 
joyed under the diſpenſation of Moſes, and which 
God never took from them under that of Chrift; 
and, by preſſing adult-immerfion with bigoted: 


zeal on thoſe who were baptized in infancy, they 


have greatly armoyed the peace of the reformed 


_ churches, and embarraſled the long pa of the ſim- 


ple and wneRtabliſhed, = Ste Vo | (orig on T 1 


Whatever other 1 a. Auubahti h may gs 


have'on their fide, they certainly have not that 54 
antiquity, '* for we Rear nothing conſiderable of 
them till about the year 1317. Their eigen was 
mean; their principles were corrupk; thefr fnerah 
depraved; and Abel dent Rom be reHDrmed 
churches, wits then deemed heretical. ' Beſides the 
vitious tendency of their principles; and tlie Trans 
dalous nature of their lives,” they were fanutfrd 


in the higlreſt degrer. They preached up an Abf. 


tute freedom from all ſubjection to the ttvil power; 
which, By An act of ehthüfafm and Töbellibn, 


they Tote! 10 moncpollze renne, Behr 


affected to eſtablith a Jpiritual rege cy, like" the 
mad Fiſth-Mntttchy- men in hartes RY Tetond's 


reight. Arid the King of this How Jerulhletn Was | 


GUET TO. (i > O45 2 iat! 101 


Good Mr. Iiſpot. wha gane and whe anatyred-devic 


* Hoody « nfpices £ of ueen Mary, Ad ap, to ee 3 


of his on the fübſect of iüfant - B The berty of 
anti *. is on — aud the FETCH — eg 
$ 3 which Jonah 1 


ment. n ' 
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one John of Leyden, This mad ring-leader, a at the 


head of his ranting ſect, ſeized on Munſter a town. | 


in Germany; where he was killed in the midſt of 

his fooliſh uſurpation, and his ſe diſperſed in tha 
year 1 536. From this time they ſeem to have 

been cured of their civil pretenſions, but full re- 

tained their religious peculiarities reſpeQing adults. 
immerſion, 

The Auabapti it made their appearance in Ger. 
many a little after the remarkable period of Lu- 
ther's reformation. As their ſentiments and con- 
duct attracted his attention, the impicty of both, 
received many a ſevere ſcourge from the tongue. 


and pen of that great reformer. In his epiſile to 


the Galatians, he paints their enormities i in the. 
moſt bideous, yet true colors; and gives them. 
ſuch a chaſtiſement as their cauſe deſerved. 
Calvin is next upon the liſt of thoſe, who en- 
countered the Anabaptiſts, and. detected the falla- 


cious tendency of their errors. In his Infitutes, he, 


conſiders. all * parts of the controverſy relative 
to infant: haptiſm, and, in the maſt argumentative 
and ſcriptural manner, purſues nee thrg* 
all thoſe low ſubterfyges and pitiful evaſions, under 
which, it has ever been, obliged to ſcreen itſelf from 
the vigorous attacks of {cripture and reafonz 
eſpecially when theſe Weapons. have been bad 
dithed by ſuch eee for truth, 8 as Lather 
and Calin. "T's 

A cotemporary of. Cabin, and a fiery zealot 


on the ſubject of adult-haptiſm, was ons Serves 
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This unhappy man, who was a peſt to the ehriecky 
of Geneva, took up weapons in defence of the cauſe 
of the Anabaptifts, and (as Calvin faith in his It 


flitutes) * was the great glory of that company” ; 


(a glory, by the bye, which anabaptiſm, whether 
ancient or modern, has no reaſon to be very proud 


of) Servetus, in muſtering all his logical forces, 
contrived to glean together twenty arguments, 
ſuch as they are; which he levelled againſt the 


opinion of the reformed churches on the right of 


infant-baptiſm. Theſe twenty arguments, (or ra- 


ther, vile ſophi nd) Calvin enumerates, attacks, and 


refutes; and clqſes his refutation of the Sophiſter's 


quibbles, by faying, « ] truſt T have now proved 


4 with what feeble ſuccours Servetus hath' holpen h 


* his /il] ly brethren the Anabaptifts.” 4 
Among the modern advpcates for the new- teſta- 
ment ordinance of infant: baptiſm, I know none 


ſuperior, and very few equal to Mr. Boſtwick, 


This excellent writer was M inifter of the preſby- 
terian church in New Tork, and died, in the midſt 


of great uſefulneſs, in the year 1763, and only in 


the 44th year of his age. Some perplexities among 
his flock, occaſioned by the intrufion of anabap- 
tiſm, obliged him to defend the right of infant- 
baptiſm, in ſeveral maſtetly diſcourſes, delivered 
to. his congregation on that ſudject. Theſe dif- 
courſes' are abridged, and-united. The main ar- 
guments are adduced; and, being methodically 
arranged, exhibit, in a ſmall compaſs; a firm bat- 


dery of ſcripture : and reaſon, which bids defiance 


1 
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ing ſuch a ſtriking contraſt. For, the only like- 
neſs I can trace between the parents and their chi 
dren, conſiſts but in one point; the unlikeneſs, in 


to adult-baptiſm. What a pity, when the veſſel 


rified from the foul taint of a ſacramental error, 


Ci» 
to the attacks of all the Auabaptiſis in the world, 
The fyle of Mr. Boſtwick's, vindication is nervous 
and elegant; his method, extremely perſpicuous 
and conciſe; and his arguments" are deep, weighty, 
and -conclufive. 

I have produced this little french; reſpeding the 
riſe, progreſs, and oppoſition of the German ha- 
baptifts, not in order to compare them with their 
brethren of that denomination in this kingdom. I 
rather rejoice in having an opportunity of exhibit- 


many particulars. The former were rebels, enthu- 
ſiaſts, ranters, antinomians; but the latter. are 
peaceable ſubjects; many of them are ſound, or- 
thodox chriſtians; and in general, the Anabaptifts 
in this kingdom conſtitute a very reſpectable body 
of proteſtant-diſſenters. The — feature where- 
in modern Auabaptiſts ſeem to reſemble their Ger- 
man anceſtors, conſiſts, in their ſtrong attachment 


had been purged from the putrid mixture of rebel. 
lion, ranteriſm, and impiety, that it was not alſo pu- 


and the ſour dregs of party-bigatry ! Then the if 
reſemblance between German and Engliſh anabap-, 1 


tiſm, wou'd have intirely ceaſed. But — tha 


poet s obſervation; 


Quo ſemel eff imbuta recens, ſeruabit ie, 
——— 


Though 
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Though you may have thought me tedious in 
producing this little ſketch: from church-hiſtory, 
concerning the origin of your German brethxen z : 
yet; I prefume-you. will not deem me impertingzh | 
in ſo doing, ſince ſuch a circumſtanee ſhews, that 
anadaptiſm has been oppoſed by ſome of the bright- 
eſt ornaments in the church of Chrjft ;; and that 
thoſe; who firſt rejected infant · baptiſm, were the 
wvileft of men, and therefore very unlikely to have 


been under the guidance of the Spirit of: truths: 


And, though ] verily believe many of the modern 


Ahabaptifts are ſpiritually- minded men; yet, me- 


thinks; the ſource, from whence! they have deriv- 
ed their peculiar ſentiment, ought to excite ſuſ · 


picions: that 1 is not of moers and: primitive: | 


authenticity. off 1 ae 
I am fully Herſunded; . matter io Fn, 
is not of an indifferent nature; and therefore that 


eircumſtance, which points out the novelty. 
id evibtendency of original anahagtiſm, ſerves to 
throw light on the nature of the preſent ſubject. 
I infant · baptiſm be a meer nullity (ays Mr. Bo. 
wiel) as ſome pretend; then we, together with the 
generality of the proteftant churches, are, in fact, a 
oompany of unbaptized heathens; who have nei- 
ther churches, miniſters, nor ordinances, | ace 
cording to the inftitution of u Chrift, And: 
though it muſt be allowed, that there are, and 
always have been, vaſtly more truly religious: 
people, who have been baptized in infency, than 


Nr th ; . all wha: have been ſo baptized, are, 
12 on 
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on theſe principles (of the anabaptifls) 'out of rhe 
viſible church; and the conſequence will be, 
that greater numbers are ſaved out of thedchuroh; 
than in it; which is very abſurd, to ſay nothing 
worſe.” — Again, * If infant aptflin ben divine 
inſtitution, then, they who conſent to be bap= 
tized in their adult age, do, in that 'tranfa&ion 
neceflarily renouhce a divine inſtitution, and an 
ordinance of Jefis Chrift ; and, as it were, vachtt 
the former ſeal of the covenant between Gon and 
them; they practically ſay, there are no baptized 
petfons, no regular miniſters, nor ordinances, 
in all the ne eng: eee but 
their owh ?? 2 Lol 16% 111199H 
— WR * duch important ein u 
ſult from a reception of your peculiar tenet; that 
it has been ever oppoſed by the reformed church 
es ; that ſome of truth's brigheſt ornaments ve 
made it matter of earneſt debate; and that the 
church of which I have the happineſs to be a 
member, manifeſtly: rejects it as an error; I fats 
ter myſelf, you will not think it unreaſonabie or 
prepoſterous: in me to ſtand forth in defence of 
that very ſacrament, by which 4 myſelf was 
made an initiated member of CRHRIST's“ wifibie 
church a child of Gon by an external cove- 
manted relation, and' an inheritor of the king 
dom of heaven” or a poſſeſſor of the privileges of 
that goſpel - kingdom, Which Jon the Baptiſt 
Pointed to, when he ſaid, © the kingdom of heu- 
ven is at hand“, and te which CHRIST himſelf re- 
| _ ferred 
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ferred, ſaying, Of ſuch (little children) is th 


kingdom of heaven“; of which privileges, bap- 


tiſm, the ſeal. of the. covenants is Ong not ons 


laſt. 3 
But eee "them. voice. "of antiquity, 


| and the uſage of all the reformed churches in 
favor of infant-baptiſm, you ſtill think ſcripture is 


on your ſide. If that can be proved, it muſt be 


acknowledged that ſuch divine fangion ought 10 ; 


K 


hand, are convinced that ſcripture. is our | friend, 
and are therefore willing to reſt the matter on ho 


deciſions of that infallible judge. Let me howe⸗ 


ver, whiſper into your ear, à hint of no inconſide- 
rable moment; and that is, if the baptizing of 
infants can, by an uninterrupted and authentic 


chain of church-hiſtory, be traced (as it moſt un» 


deniably can) even to the cotemporaries of the 


apoſtles and ſome! of their moſt eminent diſciples 


then ſurely, ſuch a circumſtance. makes more 
ſtrongly for. us, then a retroſpect to the German 


Ranters can for the preſent Anabaptifs. However, 


let us ſee how. deu Aead. the. Paint: _ 


ſeripture. 
II find it is onſibmary: _ baptilt-miniſters 


to preach a ſermon, ſuitable and preparatory to 
dipping ; ; which, ſermon is generally founded up- 


on ſome appoſite portion of ſcripture. This, 


it ſeems, you did in this town; and choſe for 


your text i. Pet. ii. 21. Leaving us an'example, 
| that 


nerable human. authority. But, we, on "the — 


2. TT TI. be.) 4 


{6 
« that yo ſhould follow his ſteps“ What yori 
audience in general may have thought reſpecting 


the ſuitableneſs of this text, 1 cannot tell. I will 


however venture to affirm, Sir, that vou were 
rather unfortunate in your choice. . My Bible is 


now before me; and, while I am atlvaively ex- 


amining the context, and carefully peruſing 
the whole chapter; to my aſtoniſhment, I can- 
not find the ſmalleſt trace of that ſubject, 


which you thought proper to eſtabliſn on the 


words of the apoftle. The chapter is introduced 


with an exhortation to the ney- born babes in 


CuRIs Tr, to lay aſide certain abominable tem- 
pers, which might vitiate their taſte for the 
unadulterated milk of the word. — to come ta 


CHRIST as to a living ſtone, that they might be 


built up, in their moſt holy faith, a ſpiritual 
houſe, &c. — their peculiar privileges, dignity, 
obligation to holineſs, &c. are repreſented under. 
the titles of © choſen generation, royal prieſt- 
* wood, &c.” — they are exhorted to abſtain; 
from fleſhly luſts, and to have their converſation 
honeſt among the gentiles — not to be. petulant to 
the higher powers, but quietly to ſubmit to every 
ordinance of man, for the LorD's ſake — to live 
as the free-men of CHRisT ; but not ſo to abuſe, 
that liberty as to make it a religious cloke. for na- 
liciouſneſs — to honour. all men, by a calm, loving, 
reſpectful deportment — relative duties are en- 
forced — and then, the content exhibits CHRIST 
as the ſpotleſs example of univerſal obedience; 


F | of 
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xs guilcleflneſs, ——_ nee, religuation 
Co. &c. . 

To theſe heavenly tempers, which are of more 
worth than the gold of Ophir, and of greater im- 
portance in real chriſtianity than ten thouſand 


dipping 9 of the body, believers are called; z and to 


theſe the e apoſtle exhorts them by propofing 
their imitation the immaculate abedience of t 
Bleffed. Jai. But! is there here the ſmalleſt _refe- 
rence m ade to ' adult - immerfion ? The wiſe 


Pane el, intirely upon what he himſelf calls 
t 


he anfwer'of a good conſcience towards Gop.;" 


but drops 3 ingle hint about putting 


& away the filth oft the fleſh,” And y yet, if he 
chouglit as you do, that * adult-dipping f is efen- 
* tial to the obedience of faith; I appeal to 
Jour own Leſs and candor, whether the a- 
poſile wot'd have omitted it in his catalogue of 
amittabilia “ in the life of Cnrrsr ; and whether 
ſuch omiſfim does not imply, that, ſo far from 
conſtituting an eſſential part of the obedience of 
Kith; it deierves to be ranked among the nen- 
eſentials ; EM 

2 To he explicit with you, Sir; 1 by n 


means approve of a method adopted by W 


preachers in their public harangues ; which 
conſiſts in making choice of a text, that 
perhaps is as remote from their ſubject, as the 
eaft is from the weft. This incoherent mode of 
poaching is ſuggeſted often * af, or 


; 1 | #. Things 19, be! imitated. 8 
. | —" Muy 


Wk... 
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bigotry; and not feldom, by contemptible vanity. 
And, although an - injudicious audience might 
applaud ſuch incoherency, and greatly admire 
the preacher, while he' ſtrains every nerve, it 
order to diſplay his great abilities; yet I am con- 


vinced ſuch preaching ſeldom tends to edification, 


If indeed, it was adopted, merely to illufrate a 


favorite tenet, the abfurdity wou d not be ſo great. 


But, when it is uſed, with an intent to Mabliſn, 
and to demonſtrate, it then becomes not only highlx 


abſurd, but extremely dangerous tos. By ſuch a 


mode; a man might graft on God's word, the moſt 
egregious- nonſenſe, the moſt horrid blaſphemy, 
or the moſt damnable hereſy. An inſtance of the 
firft of theſe three evils; 1 remember to have heard 
of, in an ignorant, bigoted: Secedor;; who would 
inſiſt, that the parchments, which Paal left; at 7; roars. 
and about which he was ſo, anxious, muſt havg 
been the. ſoalamm lague aund coov nan. 
3 But you ſtill think, that your text fufficieatly 
warranted your applying it to Chrift's baptiſm ; 
and, taking it for granted that he was immerged 
by John the Baptiſt, you therefore propoſed the 
Redeemer as an example to be followe: in adult- 
baptiſm, as well as in every thing, elſe, But, 
according to this mode of extending and aj 1 4 
ſcripture, you might have propoſed Chrift as 

example for many things, utterly imprachicable, 
and groſsly abſurd. For inſtance ; ; according to 


. He meant to haye ſaid 6 the ſoltmn lcogice and aalen. 


this rule, we ought never to de baptized; till we 
have arrived at the age of 30 years; no where, 
but in Jordan; and by none, but John, the ſon of 
Zacharias. The firſt of theſe abſurd punctilios, 
Servetus literally inſiſted upon; enjoining the zoth 
year as the only proper time for baptiſm, though 
(as Calvin ſays of this e Anabaptiſi) 
„ when he nifty required this time in others, yet 
< he began at the 2ift year of his age to boaſt him- 
<< ſelf to be a'prophet : hereby aſſuming to himſelf | 
<< the office of a teacher, before he could (upon h. 
ae own principle) be a member of the church.” 
4 However, you will perhaps aſk,” if Chri 
e has not left us an example of adult-baptiſm, 
« which we ought to imitate, why did he not 
« ſabmit to be baptized before he was an' adult ?” 
To this I reply, that this part of the Redeemer's 
conduct was founded on à very ſignificant and 
important circumſtance. As he was made ander 
tlie law, he was therefore circumciſed the eighth 
ji day, according to the particular requirement of 
1 that old-teſtament rite. But as circumciſion, to- 
1 gether with! every other ceremony, was to be 
Abolcbeg through the introduction of à higher 
diſpenſation 1 than that of Ms ofes ; it was therefore ' 
gd - neceſfar) that this ſuperior diſpenſation of the - 
1 goſpel; ſhould be uſhered in by the ordinance of t 
c 
6 


5 4 
F Aa r er rl ge ed 2 F 


1 baptiſm, as a fign and ſeal of that covenant; which 
1 cirrumci fon of old both fignified and confirmed. 
| Now although, on baptized vaſt numbers before 
{ | :he adminiſtered that ordinance to Chrift ; yet : 
=” | | 0 the 
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( 45) 
« the kingdom of heaven,” or the actual opening 


of the goſpel-kingdom, was then only at hand. 


But, when the Son of God himſelf was baptized: in 


Jordan, then he “that hath the key of David“ re- 
vealed the rich treaſures of the new-teſtament, 


and opened à door of admiſſion into the goſpel 
diſpenſation. _ This was the period of Chriſt's ſo- 
lemn inauguration to his public office, which was 
announced and confirmed by his Father's audible 
teſtimony from heaven, and by the deſcent: of 
the Holy Ghoſt. Into this public office he was 
initiated by baptiſm. Now, as it was particularly 
commanded under the law that none ſhou'd com- 
mence priefts till the-3oth year; * in conformity 
to this legal injunction, our Lord deferred his 
actual aſſumption of the high- prieſthood till that 


time of life; and for that reaſon, he could jnot, 


conſiſtently with his oficial capacity, be baptized 
till he arrived at the 3oth year of his age. Had 
the Redeemer been baptized as: well as circumciſed 


in his infancy, we ſhould then probably have in- 


ferred, that none but infants ought to be partakers 
of baptiſm. And had he been circumciſed as 
Abraham was, when an adult, as well as baptized, 


then, we- ſhould have confined baptiſm, intirely 
perhaps, to adults. Whereas, having ſubmitted 


to one ordinance in infancy, and to the other, -in 
adult years, he has thereby ſanctified both ſtates, 


and exemplified the admiſſion of infants and anos | 


See Mus i. 3. compurl with Late iv, 35+, : Ie 
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inte the vifſble church. For, if Chfiſis having | 


been baptized when an adult, be a proof that none 
84 adults ought to be baptized ; then, as Abraham 
was circumciſed when an adult, the ſame kind of 
reuſoning might be brought to prove that none 
But adults 6nght to have been circumriſed under 


the law. Thus the arguments of Auabuptiſis on 


this head prove too much, and conſequently in- 


volve their tottering cauſe in unavoidable abſur - 
Tity ; in which I ſhall leave it for a while, till J 


Preſent the pious reader with a ſweet quotation 
from: Biſhop Hall's contemplations. | ** What is bap+ 

fim (ſays the judicious Prelate) but evangelical 
LL kircumelſion? And what was circumciſion but a 
gal baptiſm? One, both ſupplied, 'and ſucceeded 


tlie other, -'Chrif would be circumciſed, to 


4:Tahify his church that was; and baptized, to 
n Hinctif)' his Church that ſhould be: that ſo in 


e Zot teſtaments he might open a way to heaven. 
And, no ſooner is the water poured on his head, 


than the heavens are opened, and the Holy 


7 * Ghoſt is ppm on that bead: which Was 


« baptized. 1 Ti 
5s However, Perhape you 8 argue, as the 
eireiwncifiing of infants was commanded by a peſt 
tive law ; but that the baptizing them is no where 
Bxprefsly injoined throughout the whole new- 
To: even ſuppaſing that no explicit 
Demmand to daptize infants be found there; yet 
may there not be an implicit one? And will not 


that as effectually eſtablith the cuſtom, as if it was 
| expreſſy 


CG: 
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expreſſly commanded ten thouſand times oxerſ?- 1s 
there any poſitive injunction to be found thraughs: 
out the whole new-teſtament; far the obſeryation 
of the firſt day of the week? Yet who doubts whe+ 
ther that is qur chriſtiaꝝ ſabbath? Where is it err 


| plicitly commanded that women ſhould.receive, the 


Lord's ſupper £ Vet Who diſputes their right to 
that ſacrament? Where is it expre/ly injoined that 
the head of a family ſhould pray with his houſe 
hold ? Yet what pious man would, doubt his ab- 
ligation to that domeſtic duty? fince.it is implicitly 


urged in various general exhortations to prayer 


From whence, as well as from numerous other 
inſtances, i it is evident that virtual or implicit.comr. 
mands are every. whit as, binding, as the moſd 
expreſs ones. 

Indeed an . command to booting infancy 
was not neceſſary, fince it was virtually ( had al- 
moſt ſaid expreſsly) injoined by the very inftitution 
of circumciſion. For, if that ſign and ſeal of the 
covenant under the old-teftament diſpenſation- was, 
adminiſtered to infants ; it was almoſt needleſs. to 
give any freſh explicit injunction reſpecting their 
admiſſion into the viſible church by baptiſm: fince - 
for the ſame reaſon, that they enjoyed that prixi⸗ 
lege undiſturbed, for near faur thouſand years 
before, the coming of CHRIST, they ought to be 
kept i in poſſeſſion of it, the: rather, Jince his incar- 
nation. Becauſe, CnRISI himſelf is the ſame ; 
his grace the ſame; his covenant the ſame; the cal 


of the covenant. the ſame in ſigniſicance and xe- 
preſentation ; ; 


; 
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preſentation and the privileges of the covertant 
the ſame, under both diſpenſations: except in 4 
few particulars, wherein the new has conſiderably 
the advantage of the od; which ſuperiority, ' by 
the bye, wouk W if infants were not to 
de baptixed. "EI 
6 Did not our bleſſed Lord himſelf virtualh 
corjmand infants to be baptized, in the following 
addreſs to his diſciples! * Suffer little children, to 


come unto me, and forbid them not; for, of 


* ſuch is the kingdom of Gop.” Luke xviii. 16. 
The evangelift ſays, ver. 13, that they brought 
« va Grp" infants to him.“ So that ſome, at leaſt, 
among the little ones, upon whom Chri/ laid his 


hands, muſt have been literally in a ſtate of in- 


fancy. I lay no abſolute ſtreſs upon the circum- 
ſtance of their having been brought to him. But 
his declaration that ** of ſuch is the kingdom of 


wr? God, ” ſeems full to the point. The kingdom of 


Gov ſignifies both the new-teſtament dif] penſation 


of grace, and the celeſtial diſpenſation of glory. 


Infants are, undeniably, ſubjeas of the one, and 
candidates for the other; or, in other words, the 
kingdom of grace, and the kingdom of glory, 
conſiſt or sucH. Now, if Chrift does not ſhut 
them out of the gracious and Floricus REALITY of 


doth kingdoms, is it ſcriptural, is it rational, or is 


it charitable, to ſuppoſe, he would exclude thenr 
from the ſacrament, which initiates into one, and 


feals a covenant-right to the other? No. And 
: therefore we will ſing with Door Watts, N 


Cukls Tr 
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TCR Nu ſeals to ſaints his glorious . 0 | 
And not forbids their F 
Their ſeed are ſprinkled with his blood, FANS 


Their children fe apart for Goo. TIO 


3 Then ſet each ſaint with chearful voice, _ 
In this large covenant rejoice; | 5 | 

5 Young children in their early days . 
Shall give the God of Abrab'm priſe f | 


7 The cloſe of theſe ſweet lines from Dan 
Watts reminds me of another argument. In that 
remarkable interyiew between God and Abraham, 
recorded in Gen. PE: 1, the Lord gave the patti- 
arch the following extenſive promile, er . will 
* eftabliſh my covenant between me and thee, and 

thy sEED after thee, in their generations, for an ; 
« everlaſting covenant, to be a God unto thee, 
and to thy sEEB after thee.” This rich promiſe 
includes the tenor of the covenant, the ſubſtante 
of its ineſtimable bleſſings, and the intereſt vHick 
Abraham and his feed were to poſſeſs in it for ever. 
In order that this glorious promiſe and its àc- 
compliſhment might be rendered ſtill more appa- 
rently ſure, the Lord gave to Abraham the facra- 
ment of circumciſion. © The inftitution of this 
ordinance was intended as 2 ſtanding memorial; 
a viſible token, a ſacramentary An, and a ratify- 
ing ſeal of the covenant. But hen. the Lord 
promiſed the Patriarch © To zx A4 GOD re 
HIM,“ (which words imply the very eſſence of 
the covenant) he included in that covenant-pro- 
Mile Abraham $ ar: 2 1 _ to thy 
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(.5 ) 
' skEp after thee in their generations,” And 
that the patriarch's infant-ſeed were comprehend: 
ed under this clauſe of the covenant-promiſe, is 
evident, from their having been made partakers 
of the confirming feal of circumciſe n. Now if it 
can be made appear that the covenant confirmed 
to Abraham, was the everlaſting | covenant of 


grace ; that the promiſe given ta him contained 
the ſubſtance of all the goſpel- promiſes under the 


new-teftament diſpenſation ; ; that the patriarch 
and his ſeed, to whom the præniſe was made, 
comprehended all God's covenanted people to the 
end of the world; and that circumciſion was a 
ſeal of the covenant, and of the covenant-promſe ; 

then, I think, -it muſt appear even to a demon- 
ſtration, that if infants were taken into a coyenant- 


7 relation with God under the law by the ſacrament | 
of circumciſion, they are fill Ne ogably confirmed : 
in that h by the 8 ordinance of 


. 


the weng, of grace, appears evident eyen from 


11414 


the:very tenor of it. For thus runs the divine char- 


ter, I will zz 4 Gap to THEE, and to thy; SEED 
_ aſter thee.”*. Jehovah was never a_ God” to 


any man ſince the violation of the firſt covenant, 


but thro! Cr. Therefpre it, was the covenant 
eſtabliſhed through a Mediator, and conſequent- 


1y: the: covenant: of grace, which Gad made with 
Abraham. But this is. ill: farther evident from 
the teſtimony of the ww « That the bleſſing 


«of 


covenant ratified with Abraham, was. 


Tat) 

* of Abraham” (or the covenant-bleſfing which 
God gave him and his ſced) : might come on 
the Gentiles through Ixsus CHRIST.“ Gal: tit, 
14. And when the fame. Apoſtle in another 
place recites the privileges extendedito believers 
under the preſent diſpenſation; he expreſsly men- 
tions the very term of the covenant which the 
Lord uſed to Abratiam; I will E ro THEM A 
God, and they ſhall be to me a people. Heb. 
viii. xo: From comparing which paffages toge- 
ther, it is plain tht the covenant made to ra- 
ham and to his-ſeed; is alſo confirmed to all his 

gentile children, and to * eee yay 
tion to generatio . f e me e 
(2) That the ee bee given to . 
ham, contained in it the ſum and ſubſtance of all 
the goſpel- promiſes under the new=teſtament difs 
penſation; ' appears confirmed by the following 
expoſitory obſervation of the Apoſtle: Paul, Gad 
+6: preached before 'THE GOSPEL:':unto Abrdham; 
" . "= In thee ſhall all nations be bleed. Val. iii. 

It does not militate againſt theomaiĩn argu- 
— that this promiſe ſeems different from that 
made to the patriarch and: his ſeed. The diffe- 
rence is only i in word, net in ſentiment. For, as 
all nations were bleſſed ih raum; becauſe Ci 
lineal deſcent was trared from him; and the Lora 
could promiſe ** to be his God only chrough the 
Mediator of the covenant ; conſequently” one pro- 
miſe is founded upon, interwoven,” or virtually 
the ame” vith, the other. But this promiſe con- 
2 tained 


— 
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2 ſeed; and heirs according to the promiſe. Gul. 


620 
tained in ĩt the ſum of the goſpel. Therefore goſ- 
pel-promiſes under the new; teſtament, are ſub- 

ſtantially the ſame with thoſe made to Abraham 


under the old. But thoſe made to the patriarch 


included his infaxt-/ced, and were ſeard accord- 


iogly by circumoiſion. Therefore the ſame pro- 


miſes extend to the infant- cd oſ goſpel-bulievers, 


and. are ratiied by haptiſm, our evangelical cireum- 
eiſton . For ſince: the promiſes: are the ſame in 


ſubſtance, in Agniſcation, in entent, furcly no; ſolid 
reaſbn in the world can be alledged, why they 
thould nat be the ſame in _ ann 1 


„ e fel. 15 


(3) I am to prove that Abraham's: ſeed, to 


- whom, as:welkas himfelf, the grand promiſe was 
made, did ;comprehend all-God's .covenanted peo- 
ple; Gantaltr-aswell-as: Fews, and infants. as welbas 
_ adults, ta tha end of time: But this indeed! the 


Apoftle has already done to hand in Nom. i iv. 


26 To the end that the-promife: might be ſare to 
all the esd; not to that only which is f Fe 


*©Zaw;' (nod only to that part of Abraham's de- 


ſeendenta which was placed under the diſpenſa- 


tiun of the Few. 
feed): alſo, which is of: the faith of Abraham— 


thut he might.be. the father af ail them that 


law;) but to that :(gentile 


a believe, though they be naticircumciſed. ver. 11. 
Ani. * If ye be Chris, then are ye Abratian's 


511 29. From theſe paſſages. it is evident that 
* 3 ſend. as well as his 


immediate 


— 
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covenant-bleffings 
_ * circumciſion, a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of the 
faith which he had yet being uneireumeiſed.“ 


* 1 9 he. * oe 


is that under the 92 ms 
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' that circuinciſion was a ſeal of the . F grace, and not 


© 63 ) 


immediate deſcendents—that the one are heiri of 


the promiſe, made to Abraham, as well as the 
other that both are .Abraham's ſeed, and God's 
covenanted people and conſequently, that the 
promiſe which includes the infant · ſced of one, dx- 
tends to the confederate ſeed of the other; and 
tbat both have equally a right to the ſeal of the 
covenant- relation: unleſs you eſpouſe the blaſ- 
phemous abſurdity, -that Abraham's ſeed under 
the law enjoyed greater privileges, than Chris 
people under _ yon | n, en Ahella'; 
non egos | 

(4) The Apoſile prey Ache chat ie 
ci tun was adminiſtered under the law as a ſeal of 
He received the ſign of 


Rom. iv. 11. + Circumcifion ther, was to Abra- 
ham a ſacramentary'ratification' of his intereſt in 
this grand blefling of the covenant, the righteeuſ- 
neſs of faith. But this ſeal was adminiſtered to 
Abraham's infant ſeed; conſequentiy infants con- 
ſtituted a part of God's: covenanted-people; and 

had an undoubted right to the bleſfings and pri- 
vileges of their confederate parents. But baptiſm 


| 1 This Cn (ſays Dod Daudris 5 _ „ 


merely of temporal promiſes; ad conſequently obviates: the' mbſt 
equideraalelobjtrhiqns that hath ever boon) urged; againſt itfani- 
baptiſm.” F. 5 See * Hi Expojitor-c on Rom. i ir. whe 4200 Be 
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under the law. It is a ſeal of the coveiiant of 


grace; and therefore the Apoſtle calls it the © cir- 


4 cumciſion of Chriſt, 1 il. 11. or the chrif- 


tian circumciſion. 


I have now, Sir, n wink all the _ 


curacy in my power, to ſtate the four points upon 


which the hinge of this part of the ſubject prin- 


cipally turns. I think it has been ſufficiently 
proved that the Abrahamic covenant was the cove- 
nant of grace; from the tenor of its charter, - as 


well as from the exprels teſtimony of ſcripture— 


that the promiſe made to Abraham contained the 
ſubſtance of all the gofpel-· promiſes given to God's 
covenanted people under the new teſtament; 
and therefore included the infant - ſeed of believers 

under both diſpenſations— that Abraham's ſeed 


comprehended believing Jews and Gentiles, to- 


gether , with their children to the end of the 
world—and. that circumciſion. under the hw was 
a ſeal of covenant-bleſlings, as baptiſm is now un- 
der the goſpel. The conſequence then naturally 
deducible from theſe allowed premiſes, is; that 
the: right of infant-baptiſm is founded upon the 
covenant of grace, upon the comprehenſive extent 
of covenant-promiſes, upon the common privileges 
of Abraham's. ſeed, and upon the very. nature, 


meaning, and intent of an inſtituted ſeal. If 
then the covenant be the fame, the promiſes the 


ſame, the privileges the ſame; why ſhould infants 
be denied that ' ordinance, which ſeals thoſe bleſ- 
fings now, that once were confirmed to them 80 

; circumciſion? f. 
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eircumciſion? If they are capable of che thing 
/ignified by baptiſm ; why not of the outward and 
viſible fign ? If they are made ſuſceptible of the 
covenant- bleſſings ſealed ; why ſhould they be de- 
barred the external ſeal? If they may be waſhed 
from their native pollution in the Redeemer's 
blood; why denied its ſymbol, the baptiſmal 
aver! J 
8 The covenant-foundation, upon which the 
right of infant-baptiſm is eſtabliſhed, makes a 
grand part of the goſpel-ſyſtem, and is therefore 
frequently referred to, throughout the inſpired 
writings. Beſides the paſſages, which I have had 
occaſion already to quote, upon this important 
ſubject, I ſhall beg leave to produce: one more; 
which, in my opinion, is not only corroborating; 
but decifive alſo. It is the following, For the 
** promiſe is to you, and to your children, and to 
Hall that are afar off, even as many as _ Lord 
* our God ſhall call.” As ii. 39. 
| Theſe words were uttered by the Apofile Peter 
upon a very intereſting occaſion. ' When the outs 
pouring of the Holy Ghoſt upon the day of Pen: 
tet was ridiculed by ſome who were preſent 
upon 'that marvellous occafion, Peter ſtood up'in 
defence of the glorious fact; vindicated the con- 
duct of the Apoſtles; pointed out thoſe prophe- 
cies in the old teſtament, which clearly referred 
to this miraculous effuſion ; and then proved that 
the gift of the Spirit, in his ordinary and extraor- 
finary — m— was 2 glorious fruit! of the 
: ** 8 
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Redeemer's aſcenſion and exaltation ; as well as 


the purchaſe of his meritorious death, and the 


conſequence of his triumphant reſurrection. 


This maſterly vindication was attended with 
immediate and. univerſal ſucceſs. A vaſt multi- 
tude, overcome by the invincible power, of the 


Holy Ghoſt, and cut to the heart by the pungen- 
cy of the Apoftle's perſuaſive arguments, cried 


out, Men and brethren, what ſhall we do ?” 
To this j important inquiry the Apoſtle returns as 


important an anſwer, Repent and be baptized 
every one of you, in the name of Feſus Chrif, 
* for the remiſſion of ſins, and ye ſhall receive 
« the giſt of the Holy Ghoſt.” = as a motiye 
for, their, turning to God by repentance; as 2 
ground for their ſubmitting to baptiſin, the ſeal 
of the covenant; and as a certain pledge of their 


receiving the gift of the Holy Ghoſt ; he urges, 


For the, promiſe is unto you, and to your 
4 children, &c.“ As if the Apoſtle ſhould = 
The promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, and that gran 
original promiſe made to Abraham, whereby the 
gift.of the Spirit was aſcertained to him and his 


feed, is to you, therefore be baptized—But the pror 
miſe is not confined to you alone, but is extended 
to: your children, as confederate; and therefore, as 


che promiſe made to Abraham comprehended bi 
infant- ſeed, and brought them under ci ircumci ion 


the/ſtal-of the covenant, ſo. your. children are like- 


wiſe intereſted in the ſame. promiſe, and therefore 


ON n with you in the new - teſtament ſeal, 


baptiſm :— 


CH) 


baptifnr: Vea the ſame promiſe reaches to all that 
are afar off, Gepliles as well as Jews, in the moſt 
remote part of the globe, the moſt diſtant period 
of time, or the deepeſt alienation of affetion ;— 
even to as many as the Lord ſhall call, externally 
by his word, and internally by his Spirit; and to 
the confederate children of thoſe thus called re 
the Gentiles, to the end of time. 

But to this interpretation you are ade to 


throw in various objections; and I am as "ap to 


attempt a removal of them.” 
(1) Perhaps you will contend, chat the promiſe 


in the text, ſignifies repentance ; and as repenting 


and believing the goſpel, can only be performed 


by adults, therefore none, but fuch as come under 


that predicametit, ought to be baptized. But to 


aſſert this, is to overlook, the peculiar phraſeology 
df ſeripture, to break the grammatical connection 

of the ſentences, and to contract the extenſive 
promiſes of the new covenant. (t) In what part 
of the inſpired-writings is repentance ever called 
the promiſe ? I defy you, Sir, to produce a ſingle 


paſſage from the whole word of God, wherein that 
penitential grace is once called by ſuch an eminent 

and diſtinguiſhing title. But even ſuppoſing (though 5 
by no means granting) that the Apoſtle did give 


it that peculiar appellation; will you infer - from 


thence, that the promiſe would not extend to the 


children of the Lord's covenanted people? The 


word werame, which we tranſlate repentance, pro- 


perly fignifics a change of mind or a turning of the io 
H heart 


(M07 - 


God, wrought internally upon the heart. Now 
cannot the Omnipontent Agent in this work, as 
| eaſily find acceſs to the heart of an infant, as to 

that of an adult ? You cannot deny this, without 
blaſphemy. Then, if it be the internal grace that 
is the offence of repentance; and if this can be 
implanted in the breaſts of infants ; why may not 
the promiſe of this internal change be made to 
them as well as to others? And the ſame obſerva- 
tion is true with reſpeR to faith. Though the 
expreſs act of believing is practicable only by adults, 
nevertheleſs, infants are as capable of the internal 
habit as they. For as one Nie peculiarity of 
Faith is to ** purify the hrart; 
ably capable of ſuch eſſential purification—But 
your miſtake, on this ſubject ariſes from your al- 
ways connecting with repentance the idea of a pub- 


lic Profefon ; which is but a remate circumſtance | 


even in ꝓenitent adults themſelves, and is by no 
means an eſſential one: ſince the vileſt hypocrites 


may publicly profeſs to repent and believe, and 


yet be as eſtranged from a purifying change of 
heart, as-unbaptized heathens. (2) It is. contra- 


ry to grammar, to makeyrepentance the promiſe al- 


ſpeak, -** — Ye ſhall receive the gift of the Holy 
* 1Ghoſt; for, the promiſe — What promiſe? 
Certainly, of the Hoy Ghaſt: for, that is the im- 
mediate antecedent. This. interpretation 1s. agree» 
* to the * of (cripture ; ; Which very fre- 

quently 


heart God-ward. Repentance then is a work of 


" infants axe indiſput- 


luded to by the Apoſtie. Let his own words 


eb ian bong v , a. Te * 
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quently calls the Spirit . the promiſe of the Father; 
the holy. Spirit of promiſe, the promiſe of the 


Holy Ghoſt.” Acts i. 4. Eph. i. 13. Adds ii. 23. 


Some indeed have ſuppoſed that by the promiſe, we 
are to underſtand that original promiſe made to 
Abraham and his ſeed. This ſuppofition is not al- 
together deſtitute of ſcripture- ground; for that 
covenant-promiſe eſtabliſhed with the Patriarch, 
is frequently called THE PROMISE, war”. ifoyne by 
way of eminence and diſtinction. See Rom. iv. 
13. Gal. iii. I9, 29. Heb. vi. 13. Rom. iv. 16. 

And indeed it is not unnatural to fuppoſe this, 
from the very drift of the Apoftle's addreſs. For 
as he was urging upon the Jews the neceſſity of 
ſubmitting to the goſpetordinance of baptiſm, this 
might of conſequence lead him up to that origi- 
nal promiſe, by virtue of which Abraham and. his 
ſeed were taken into covenant with God in circum- 
cifion. But whether it fignifies the grand cove- 


nant-promiſe, or the promiſe of the Spirit, the in- 


ferential argument will be the ſame; fince even 


the promiſe of the Spirit is a covenant-promiſe; 


and is founded upon that made to Mraham. For, 


thus ſaith the Lord, I will pour my Spirit upon 
« thy ſeed, and my bleſſing upon thy ofipring.” 
Taiak xliv. 3. Let any perſon but compare this 


promiſe with the gth LR of the chapter, and he 


will be convinced, that it extends to the covenant- 


ſeed of Jews and Gentiles. The argument refult- 
ing from which is; if the covenant-promiſe of 


the 


; 
; 
; 
| 
1 
| 
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the Spirit included the infant-ſeed of the one, ures 


ly it could not exclude that of the other. 


(2) You cannot perhaps agree to my interpre- 


mation, becauſe it makes the covenant-promiſe 


extend to the infant-ſeed of believers, and gives 


them a right to baptiſm. But why ſhould you 
object to this? Is it not a ſcriptural ſuppoſition ? 


Did not the promiſe reach them under the law ? 
Why. not,” under the goſpel? © O but the word 
rex children, fignifies deſcendents in general.” Well, 


and therefore“ it excludes. infants, and can 


mean only adults in particular.” Logica Bæotienſisl 


According to this particular mode of interpreting 


and reaſoning, it ſeems infants are no part of a 
People's nxscENDENTS. And when it is {aid that 

Zacharias and Elizabeth had no child rw, 1 ſup- 
_ Poſe we are to infer, that they had no grown-up 


children. Argumentum palmarium ! 1 will endea- 


vour to expoſe the abſurdity and fallacy of this 


curious notion in a familiar illuſtration.—A king 


gives a free grant of a large inheritance, connected 
with certain titles of nability, to one of his ſubjects, 
and to his children for ever. As faſt as the heirs 


apparent ſucceed each other, they are veſted with 
the eſtates and dignities of their anceſtors; the 


benefits ariſing from which, ſome of them poſſeſs 


even when in a ſtate of infancy-.. Theſe privileges 


they enjoy undiſturbed, whether infants or adults, 


for — and hundreds of years. We will 
ſuppoſe, that in proceſs of time, a future Mo- 


narch makes ſome particular inſtitutions, which 
da 
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do not in the leaſt alter the eſential nature of tho 
original grant, or affect the ſubject of the title. 
deeds; but only concern the appointment of a 


new badge of nobility. Proper officers are delegated 


to draw out a fairer copy of the ancient records; 
and the original grant is ratified by the king's own 


ſeal ; the impreſs of which is upon the whole, the 


fame as of old, ſome ſmall variation in the ſymbol 


only excepted. Thus the royal aſſent, the renew- 


ed deed, and the affixed ſeal, all concur to eſtab- 
liſh the ancient grant, and to make it like the 


% law of the Medes and Per ſians which altereth 
© not.” And thus the matter ſtands, for hundreds 


of years, after this renewed and additional ratifi- 
cation. It happens however, that during the 


minority of ſome 'of the heirs apparent, certain 


 litigators, who envied them their privileges, labor 


to diſpoſeſs them of the ſame, by an attempt to 


_ demonſtrate, that the royal grant paſſed by the 
infant-ſacceſſors to the eſtates, and limited the poſ- 
ſeſſion intirely to the aduli-branches. As certain 
heralds from the king, as well as the king himſelf, 
had publicly proclaimed the ſuperiority of the 
latter grant above the old one, in point of privi- 
lege; many were at a loſs to conjecture, upon 


what the unheard-of innovation of the litigators 


cou'd poſſibly be founded. The matter at laſt 
comes to an ecclairciſſement; and the whole litiga+ 
tion reſts upon the following circumſtance. In 
the old records, the grant ran thus. I will be 
ff a king to thee, and to thy ſeed. „» But in the 

later 
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later tranſcript of them, for ſeed, is read: © chile 


den.“ The litigators acknowledge, that the 
one term includes infants and adults; but argue 


that the other ſignifies deſcendents in general, 
and therefore ought to be limited to adults ONLY ; 
and that too, even when they acknowledge the 


| ſuperior excellency of the later deed. Now, Sir, 


What do you think of this little illuſtrative ſtory? 


Perhaps, you are ready to cry out, ©* Doth ws 
** not ſpeak parables?” Whether my ſpeech be 
parabolical or not, I am ſure it is true. And, I 
appeal to your own candor, whether the filly and 


fallacious evaſion, which I have illuftrated and 


expoſed, wou'd not upon any temporal ſubject, 
excite rifibility and diſguſt? and ſavor more of 
Jnigions —_— than of ſolid truth? And Vet. 
— = Mutato nomine, de te rcd 
| Fabula Miri 5 lian 
10 But perhaps you think oY the children 
mentioned i In the text muſt mean adults, becauſe 
only ſuch can be externally called by the goſpel; 
Fn you are of opinion that the whole promiſe is 
limited to ſuch. If you infer this from the order 


of the ſentence, your inference will be unfair, ab- 


ſurd, and ungrammatical. The latter clauſe re- 
fers the extent of the promiſe to thoſe that 


5 were afar off; that is, to the gentiles, © even to 


«© 48 many of them as God mould call” into a 
church- fate externally by his word, and inter- 
nally by his Spirit. It was neceſſary this reſtric- 


tion ſhou'd be made with regafd to the _— 
e 
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Jeff Peter's hearers ſhou'd imagine that al an 


every of the Gentiles ſhou'd be taken into covenany 
with God. But he does not ſay in the former 
clauſe of the ſentence, what he did in the latter; 
becauſe thoſe to whom he immediately addreſſed 
himſelf, were the children of the couenant to whoſe 
infant-ſeed THE PROMISE was made; they were 
called, and their offspring were intereſted in their 
call, as Abraham's children were in his, But the 
Apoſtle wou'd. let them know that the promiſe 
reached the Gentiles alſo ; and that the children of 
as many of them as ſhou'd be called, wou'd be in- 
titled to the privileges of their ancoſtors. Beſides; 
is not this agreeable to the grammatical connec- 
tion of the ſentence? ros ks fete, Hoſe afar of, 
is the immediate antecedent to ove as many as, 
or adhoc ver; conſequently the verb call is gramma- 
tically to be reſtricted to the Gentiles afar H. 
(4) But ſuppoſing that the promiſe was to be 
limited to ſuch of the children of the Jews as ſhould 
be called; yet even this conceſſion or ſuppoſition 
1s no argument, that none but adults can come 
under that denomination. Calling is either ex- 


ternal or internal; the one, reſpects the general 
call of the gol! 1 the other, is effected by the 


ſecret operation of the Hay G. The former 
cannot be effectual without the concurring influ- 
ence of the latter; yet the latter can operate 


effectually, without the leaf aſſiſtance of the for- 


mer: that is, God. can ſpeak powerfully, to the 
fad by the voice of bis Spirit, without W 
c 
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the ear with the voice of his goſpel. If be cam! 


do this, how are infants to be ſaved? But ſuppoſ- 
ing he can, then they are manifeſtly the ſubjects 
of eſfectual calling, as well as adults. To prove 
both the one and the other, I might multiply 


quotations from the word of Ged. But upon 2. 


fubject ſo ſelf-evident, let one ſuffice. © He (John 


* e Wand ſhall be filled with the Holy Ghoft, 


even from his mother's womb.” Luke i. 16. 
When * John was thus filled with the Spirit of Gad, 
was he not effectually called? Or, did not the 
fame Divine Agent, who ſet apart the Baptiſt for 


a miniſterial employ, likewiſe ſanify him from 


the womb, that he might be a holy veſſel meet for 
his great Maſter's uſe? And, is the Baptiſt's caſe 
ſingular ? Cannot the Lord ſanctify, or effectually 
call thouſands of infants, as well as one, without the 
outward and intermediate call of his word? And; 
if they may be the ſubjects of the inward and i- 
ritual grace ot baptiſm; by the effectual call of the 
| Spirit ; do not Scripture, reaſon, charity, and 
common ſenſe, unanimouſly ſuggeſt, that they 
ought to be partakers of the outward and vifeble 
ien? Beſides, if infants' incapacity to hear, and 
underftand the outward call of the goſpel, be an 
argument for excluding them from baptiſm ; why 
thould not the fame incapacity have debarred them 
from the right of circumciſion under the law? 

And, if God graciouſly diſpenſed with this inca- 
pacity under the diſpenſation of Moſes ; ſhall we 


entertain the horrid. ſuppoſition, that he is Jeſs 
| gracious 


eee 1 ; co. EN 'L? OR 


( 65 = 
gracious under the mild diſpenſation of his Bran 


Sou? No. The Ardbaptif may fwallow fuck a 


prepoſterous idea: but thoſe, who are hearers of 
Chrift and his Apoſtles. will reject, with holy in- 


dignation, ſuch an | abſurd N e ee _— 


potfieſis. 0 
(5) In anſwer” to ll this we perhaps ay. 

© the meaning of baptiſm cannot be: fulfilled in 
e any other than theſe” * adults, This poſitive 
2 1 beg leave to deny ; and''ſhall endeavor 
to ſupport my negative with ſeriptural argu- 
ments. (1) Baptiſm is a ſign of the cleanſing vir« 


tue of Chriff's blood. (2) The baptiſmal water is 


2 ſymbol of the waſhing of regeneration; and ro- 


newifig of the Holy Ghoſt. (3) This neu- teſta- 


ment ordinance is an initiatöry rite of admiſſion 


into the viſible church, as eircumcifion was, under 


the law. (4) It is a badge of our covenants 


relation to the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, into whoſe name we are baptized,” (5) Bap- 
tiſm is a ſeat of that covenant- hleſing which hath 
come on the gentiles thro” Feſus Chriff, and which wag 
originally revealed to Abraham, in that en 
promiſe made to him and his ſced- | 

Now 1 aſk, whether every and all af theſe; ins 
portant patticulars cannot be ellentially. flies 


i 


* Theſe are the very 0 of an Anabapiit-Minifter, i in 1 


little ſyſtematic 10 wnich he delivered at his ordination, 


the objection is really 48 week, as it is popular among the AndVap- 
vo T tiope my — 14 of it will appear N _— 
e 10 * ne reaſoner. 5 


£3 
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in 1 ne n rl x6. adults 7. Cannot they. he nal 


yertakers.of the, purifying virtue of the Redeems, 


es blood; and the fandifying, operation, of his, 


Spirit 7. Are hot, they ſubjects of Chrift's. Soſpel, 
kingdom, as well as perſons grown- up?: 


may: not ſhey engage, and! lie intereſted in, the 


privileges and wee 1 To eee 


well as adult? Nutt * 157110 va 

10 n e 
tim is unden the goſpel ? And is: there not A 
Gignificant reſemhlance between; theſe two facrar 
mentary rites, except” in/the mode of Wpication., 
Do hat bah rapreſent our natural, corruption ? 
ont need oſſh i? our initiation i into his church? ? 
And are not: both ſignificant, gn and rating 
fexls: of the covenant. of grace? 1-aſk then, if 
meaning of cirrumeiſion cou d have been fulfilled in 
fans under the la; can any ſcriptural. __ 
de aſſigned, why; the:meanmg:ofi baptifue cannot be 
Aitflkd' in like manner under the opel! fince 
both-ordinances arc: the: ſame in meaning, +... 


Perhaps you urge that ſe mam as were 


baptized in the firit: ages of chriſtianity, Tried 
in that ordinancr tc be dead. ton. This is 


very unfair:comment on Ram. vi. 3. Let us view 


the apoſtle's words in their native dreſs, free from 
etnbattals ken babtia rie- Sor many 


<« baptized- into his death Ihe grand pojkif 
which the apoſtle means to infarce, is, that as 


many as were baptized*under the chriſtian dif- 
FO 
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penſation, were baptized i into the merit of Oris 
death, and into an obligation o dying to fin. But 
does he mention 4 fingle word about making 3 
public profelfon of e 18 f it fair, is it Hious, | 
to interpolate the ſacred text, and then to found 2 
favorite point upon ſuch. unwarranted interpolar, 
tion? By thus taking a detached portion, and 
either adding or diminiſhing. a ward, may ot 
ſcriptute be made to ſpeak any thing ft is ea- 
dily allowed, 1. uch adults as were converted 
from heatheniſm or or Juda ſm, were : abliged to 
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a public declaratian of thejr dying to ſin upon 
thei * 19 0 % But does ts Fon: 1 9 


cbt death? 15 cen Was, as fi . oy 
ſymbol of a death u unto tin, as 15 lin. Tet ip 
city of making any public / profe fin. "And if the 
want of the one did not e r theln. for | 


thould it under the 'goſp el? 

6 Though infants | cannot ke an 1 Ga 15 
_ profeffion of Sing to lin, yet they can, 2 
virtual one. can, even Join, in taking the 
Loxp for their ar 885 and it IC. well known, 
that, under the H wr, t 5 were confidered as, * 
party in tlie avowal of * divine caule, and in 
ſome of the moſt ſolemn covenant - acts that ever 


were : eßablihed between Gon and his people. 


or 
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ot this the following paſſage is a proof. «Ye 
ce ſtand this day, all of you, before the Lon 
« your God; your captains of your tribes, your 
« elders, and your officers, with all the men 
« of Ifracl; your LITTLE > ONES, your Wives, 


60 and the ſtranger that is in thy camp; that 


K 1 


20 Lonxp thy God. and into bis oath, Kc. Deut, 


XXix. 10. N. B. The names of the LITTLE= 


- ONEs are particularly recognized upon this 


ſolemn tranſaction; and tey, as well as the 


aged, are repreſented as making 2 public vir- 
 Fugal profe Mon of allegiance to the Gon of Iſrael, 


and of entering into covenant with him. - — Ano- 


ther appoſite paſſage is in Feel ii It, 1 5 In order 


to deprecate the divine vengeance, and to im- 


74 to call a ſolemn afembly.” But who are to 
compoſe this ſolemn aſſembly ? Only the aged? 


Whoſe venerable years and Ls l wiſdom, 
might grace, dignify, and ſolemnize the awful 


meeting? No. Even the koary head, and eloquent 
tongue, ſhall not upon this occafion engroſs all the 
Honor. The Lord will “ ordain ſtrength and 


perfect praiſe, even out of the mouth of babes 


we and ſucklings.“ Therefore, thus runs the 


divine injunction, « Gather the people, ſandify 


"the congregation ; aſſemble the elders ; gather 
"the children, and THOSE THAT, SUCK THE 
BREASTS, &C,” 5 re 


8 N £5: "ll 


1 . 1 oo & Sa a: 


r Yn WED . . r 


* * Bl 


at 


0 69 0 


What therefore upon earth can be more mani- 
feſt, than that children, little-ones, and even the 
new-born infants that ſuck the breaſts, can enter 


into covenant with Gop, and be regiſtered 


amongſt his people, notwithſtanding their utter 


| inability to make an explicit profeſſion of his name! 2 
If this was indiſputably the caſe under the law; 


why ſhould it be diſputed under the goſpel? If 
the meaning of circumci ion could be ſo far fulfilled 
even in ſucklings, as that they ſhould have been 
once eſteemed à part of the covenant- people of 
God; why may they not . virtually profeſs in 
baptiſm a renunciation of the world, the fleſh and 
the Devil, when their parents ſolemnly dedicate 


them to the Lord in that ordinance? Ant why 
may they not be fill à party in the covenant- en- 
9 of the Lird's believing people? 


From hence therefore, it is plain (1) that God 
never conſidered the imbecillity of infants as any 
bar to, their being admitted to the privileges of 
the covenant; (2) That, as the covenant of Abra- 


am is the very ſame under both diſpenſations, the 


infant-ſeed of believers are ſtill intitled to the ſeal 
of the covenant; (3) that the ancient promiſe 
made to the father o the faithful, and quoted by 
Peter, includes inſants as well as adults; that 
to deny this, is to alter an unalterable grant, to 
rob infants of their covenant-right, and to limit, 
or give the lye to, the original promiſe made to 
the ſeed of Abralam; (5). that to deprive. infants 
of the baptiſmal ſeal, becauſe of their unavoidable 


inability 


72 
Soability, is. to atte £ to teach Gad, and ta reflect 
on his unchangeable goodneſs and wiſdom, ; (6) 
that to do this, 15 highly affranting to the God of 
Liraban, and injurious to the ſu perior glory of 
the new-teftament. diſpenſation; (7) it is appa- 


rent, that - the eſſential meaning of baptiſm, as it 
implics pardon of fin, fandification, dying to dn 


introduction to the vifible church, admiſſion t 
the bleſſings. of. the, covenant, gan be as really ful- 
filed in intants, as in adults (8) and that the 
Fontrary. aſſartion is an unmeaning quibble, and 


carries with it the horrid * that in | 


Hats geo not ſuhjects of Jalnation.. :/ Trig 

7 Permit me to purſue: this laſt in, borkidb as 
1 ay ſeem; for I am certain, it is in ſome degree 
ſuggeſted by habuptiſn, and I can proye that it 
has been openly. adopted by dr urtus ther glory 
pf the Aabopfiſti. One of his twenty arguments, 
Oh wretched ſophifms; opens its mouth in the fol 

lowing. (hacking Mannen. All. they .abidei in 
death, who. believe not on the Son of God, and the 


path of Cd abideth upon them; therefore in- 


Fats, which cannot believe neee LIE 
IN . THEIR DAMNATION.” There, Sir; you 
ſee, your © glory. Srvetus?? frat; what you) 
ſentiments only Hlenthy mutter. What do 2 
think, Sir, of his damnatory ſentence againft in- 


fans? Does it. not carry in its tail the Ring: of 4 


{ſcorpien; andi the poiſon: of aſps? How it JO 
7 It? 18 See Clvin's In Mitules, chalet by 7. war wo 
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his. arguing was 1 z0t eos unlik ey 


— ſhould be baptized: But infants: cannot WA ve 
therefore infants-1 ould not be bap TEES : 
thoſe that believe 5 are bete can! Be Fer | 

But | cannot believe and conſequently or | 
not to, be baptized ; 14 herefore dug es or be 
1 Wo LOOT 1201019 LIKING, 
Such, Sir, muff have been Sth abortiinds 


leaſt: color of reaſon: or ſeripture to his da 700 
argument againft infants. And, although 
and other Anabaptifts may deteſt te! 10 10 70 Z | 
QUENCE of Servetus" 8 logic = I date Affirm, 
that there 1 18 A near affinity between His ga 
and yours. For, you. Mer from Wark xvi. 16; 
that. none ſhould be ba; tized, but ſuch e /up 
He from the ſame ſcripture, argried, "tht none 
but daß that believed and Were baptizedl. oil 
be Javed, © Tut exclude infants from- bagyifm, - Wo 
cauſe; it is written, * He that bel{veth and is 
tiaed.“ He, by the ſame mode of arguing, _ 
cluded. them from ſalvation. | "Therefore: you are 
driven to the following, inevitable Ane either 
dine. Servetus the right hand of feltowibip in lis 
damnatory 
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(72) 
damnatory doctrine, or elſe to renounce your in- 


terpretation of kis and your favorite ſcripture; and 
in future to acknowledge that you have no more 
ſcriptural logic for excluding infants from the 
Kingdom of the goſpel, than Servetus had, for ſhits 
8 them out of the kingdom of heaven. 
But in further ſupport of your prejudices 
brat infant-baptiſm, you and your brethren 
alledge, that throughout the new teſtament we 


read only of adult-baptiſmnis, It is true expreſs 


mention is made only of theſe. | But would you 
infer from thence, that children were never bap- 


tized. If vo adopt ſuch a mode of drawing LY 


ferences, either from the warit of explicit mention, 


or eyen the abſolute /ilence of ſcripture, * you. 


might eaſily infer, ſometimes, groſs abſurdity ; 


j 
at other times, palpable falſhood. Where is it 


once expreſſy mentioned that the churches of the 
Romans, Galatians, Theſſalonians, or Coloffians were 
ever baptized? Yet, to infer from the want of 
ſach expreſs mention, as the Arabaptifts do upon 
the ſubje& of infant-baptiſm, would be to reaſon 
inconſiſtently with the dictates of common ſenſe. 
8 But though there be no explicit mention of 
the baptizing of infants in the new teftament, 
there is nevertheleſs a very ſtrong implicit one. 
For, it is recorded that the Apoſtles baptized 
lia and her houthold, the jailor and all — 


were his, and the houſhold of Sreplanat. 


Xvi. 16, 33. 1 Cor. i. 16. Now is it ant 
= ſuppoſe. there were neither infants nor little 


children 


2 BZ 


children i in all theſe three houſholds ? And can 


common ſenſe ſuggeſt, that when the heads of 
theſe families were baptized, the Apoſtles paſſed 
by their confederate ſeed? Perhaps, to this you 
reply, that the houſhold only means the family i in 
general, without including infants. This is juſt 
ſuch a pitiful evafion, as I have expoſed and re- 
futed in P. 61. I will expoſe it again. It is faid, 
Gen. xvii. 23, that Abraham circumciſed all the 
men of his houſe, or all his houſhold. .None will 
dare infinuate that I/hmael, although but thirteen | 
years old, did not conſtitute a part of the patri- 


arch's houſhold, or was not included in the cove- 
nant of eircumciſion. To prove both the one 


and the other, it is written, The ſelf-ſame day 
„% was Abraham circumciſed; and Iſhmatl his ſon.“ 


ver. 26. From whence it is apparent, that chil- 
dren are a part of the houtſhold ; and that for the 
| fame reaſon they. were included with Abraham in 
the ſeal of the covenant, they ought to poſſeſs 


that privilege now, by baptiſm; and certainly 
did, whenever the Apoſtles baptized ' houſholds.— 


It is ſaid in Deut. xi. 6, that the earth ſwallowed * 


up. the houſholds of Korah, Dathan and Abiram. Is 
it ſuppoſable that there were no children in theſe 


three houſholds? Left you ſhould be guilty of 


ſuch a blundering ſuppoſition, let me remind 
you, that in Num. xvi. 27, it is expreſsly re. 
corded that their · ſons and their little chiluren 


were numbered in; theſe unfortunate; houſholds. | 
Now, Sir, if the little children conſtituted a part 
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of the houſhold, and though perſonally innocent 
of the rebellion of Korah, Dathan and Abiram, 
were nevertheleſs involved in the dreadful cala- 


mity of their rebellious fathers ; is it not natural 
and {criptural to ſuppoſe that the little children 
were included in the baptized houtholds of Iydia, 
the Jailor, and Stephanas ? and that they were 
;joint- ſharers with their parents in the ba ph iſmal 
feal of the common ſalvation ? - 

9 Did not our Lord i mpllcktly Comand the 


baptizing of infants, in his extenſive charge to the 
Apoſtles ? Go ye therefore, and teach all na- 


tions, baptizing them in the name of the Fa- 


ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.” 
Mat. xxviii. 19. 

I call this an eivengive charge, becauſe it * 
ed to all nations ; of which it is preſumed that in- 
fants and little children make a very conſiderable 
part. In that comprehenſive promiſe made to 


ing, In thee ſhall all nations be bleſſed.“ There 
24. doubt but Fews and their children, were 
referred to, in this glorious promiſe. But it is 


equally undeniable, from the Apoſtle's teſtimo 


and matter of fact, that it 9 — gentiles 
alſo; upon whom, as well as Ifracl, the bleſſing 
of Abraham hath come, through Fefies CHT. 


And why ſhould not the term all nations include 
che anfant-ſecd of Gerfiles, as it manifeſtly does 
-that of fiews F This muſt be acknowledged; uh 


Abratam, and quoted by the Apoſtle, Gal. ili. 8, | 
the Lord thus preaches his univerſal goſpel, fay- 
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leſs an n Anabaptiſt will adopt the horrid implica- 


tion, that infants are not included in the all nations, 
that are bleſſed in Chrift. And if they are not 


bleſſed in him, they muſt be curſed out of him. 


But if this be a thought too horrid to be enter: 


tained ; then, the conſequence is clear, that the 


bleſſing is to the Jews and Gentiles, and their 
reſpective children; that the ſeals of the covenant 


were equally the right of the infant-ſeed of both; 


and therefore that all nations, in the promiſe to 
Abraham, and in the great command to the 
Apoſtles, is a term, ot fignificant and com- 
prehenſive. 

10 But againſt all this you urge, 4 the 
Apoſtles being commanded to teach all nations, 


their charge to baptize was therefore limited to 


thoſe only that were capable of being taught. 
Well, ſuppoſing the command did admit of this 
limitation; this is Kill no proof that they were to 
baptize adalts ONLY. For, children are as capable 
of being ſavingly taught the principles of chriſ- 
tianity, as grown people. Samuel very early be- 
came acquainted with the voice, truth, and wor- 
thip of God. And Timothy from a child knew the 


holy ſcriptures, and became wiſe to ſalvation thro” 


faith which is in Ghrift Feſus, Numbers of chil- 


dren in former and latter times have commenced 


amazing proficients in the truths of the goſpel ; 
even at the age of ten, twelve, and fourteen years. 
Many in the preſent day give evident proofs of a 
genuine work of din ae And 1 _ 

VE 


— 
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have known and converſed with ſome gracious 
children, who, (upon the principles of an Anabap- 


tin) had a much better right to baptiſm (ſup- 


poſing they had never been admitted to that or- 
dinance before) than many adults, that have been 


dipped, and enrolled in © the church.” One moſt 
4 amiable child in particular, I knew in Scotland; 
who, at about eleven years of age, was ſo deeply 


impreſſed with the great truths of the goſpel; 
diſcovered ſuch ſweet and heavenly tempers in 
her whole carriage; acquired ſuch wiſdom in 


the ſcriptures; had ſuch a deep ſenſe of the love 


of Chriſt, that the very mention of his precious 
name has, to ny knowledge, made copious tears 
of gratitude and praiſe flow down her tender 
Cheeks; and walked fo unblamably and irrèprov- 
ably, even before the aged, who narrowly watch- 
ed her whole behavior; that I am certain, this 
'mirror of early piety was much better acquainted 
with the eſſence of experimental religion, than 
many, who give in their ama to the 
church, before they are dipped. 

Now, Sir, what do you think of ſuch early 
followers of the Sox of Gop, as theſe? Surely, 


ſuch believe in Feſus Chriſt; have a vital and 


Laving faith; are called by grace to repentance,” 


and to all the bleſſings of the covenant. Such are 
not only dead to ſin ; but they can even profeſs it 
. too. If then * baptiſn be limited to ſuch as theſe” 


(as one of your teichers faith) ought not ſuch to be 


baptized And if ſuch are proper candidates for 
the 
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the ordinance, what becomes of your adult- 
baptiſm? Muft you not -either ſay that a child 
of twelve or fourteen years of age is an adult? or 
elic refuſe baptiſm to one in whom * the meaning 
of it can be as amply fulfilled” as in. an adult of 
fourſcore? Thus, Sir, take which fide you pleaſe 
of the dilemma, you are ſtill involved in an inex- 
tricable abſurdity. | 
11 But, in order farther to overturn the argu- 
ments you found upon our Loxp's commiſſion to 
his apoſtles; permit me to obſerve that the ori- 
ginal, as well as the commiſſion itſelf, militates 
ſtrongly againſt your favorite interpretation of it. 
The greek word petmwoal Which we tranſlate teach, 
has a more general acceptation, and ſignifies 
diſcipie; a word, which though it takes in adults, 
does not nevertheleſs exclude infants and little 
children. The word dee indeed is of a more 
limited fignification, and implies teaching in ſuch 
a ſenſe as to reftri it to thoſe only, who are 
competent ſubjefs of inſtruction. But abu is of 
more general import, and ſignifies #9 make diſciples. 
If this interpretation be admitted, (and what man 
of candor or learning will oppoſe it?) then it muſt 
follow that infants and little children may be 
diſcipled to Chrifl, And that they are called 
diſciples in the word of Go, is plain from Peter's 
expoſtulation with the judaizing bigots at Jeruſa- 
lem, © Why tempt ye God, to put a yoke upon 
the neck of the diſciples ?” Acts xv. 10. This 
addreſs was occafioned by ſome corrupters of the 


goſpel 


| 
l 


01 of our Lord's charge to the Apoſtles; that 
the 


| : E - 3 Js | 
goſpel, who ſaid, © Except ye be circumciſed, 
% ye cannot be ſaved.” The yoke then was cir. 


runtifion. The perſons upon whom this yoke. was 
put are called diſciples. But the yoke was put 


upon infants. Therefore they, as well as adults, 


are ranked amongſt Chrif's diſciples. — And that 
the greek word has the general ſignification 1 
' contend for, is undeniably plain from the teſti- 
mony of that excellent ſaint and ſervant of Jeſus 


Chriſt Juin Martyr. In his apology for the Chrif- 


tians delivered to the Emperor“ and Senate of 
Rome, he has the following remarkable note, 


„% Kai molar rw 3) Foc ignxoflerar x Iedopuntorreras, bs it 
war iuabn US r x gi, abegol Maαννν e Several per- 
ſons among us of 60 and 70 years old, of both ſexes, 
who were DISCIPLED to Chriſt in their CHILDHOOD, 
do continue uncorrupt. Now this authority of Fuſ- 


fin Martyr is the more weighty, inaſmuch as the 


author of it wrote but go years after St. Matthew, 
and therefore muſt be allowed to be a competent 


judge. of the Apoſtle's meaning. His teſtimony 


therefore proves that there were co-temporaries 
with himſelf, who muſt have been diſcipled to 
Chrift ſo early as even in the days of the Apoſtles; 


that they weremade diſciples in their childhood; and, 
that as Juſtin Martyr uſes the very fame word with 


the Apoſtle, this fixes the meuning of the term, and 


eftablithes the mode of diſcipling infants, as well as 


adults, by baptiſm. So that, conſidering the general 


* 3 Pius, 
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the univerſal term all nations cannot, without great 
abſurdity, be applied to adults only, but muſt, ac- 
cording to the very import of language, includes 
infants and little children; — that many young 

perſons are capable of religious inſtruction, and 
of every eſſential qualification required of candi- 
dates for baptiſin; — and that Fuſtin Martyr's uſe 
of the word habn determines its preciſe figni- 
fication, by extending it to children as well as 
adults; — confidering theſe particulars, it is evi- 
dent, that our Lords: charge, ſo far from ſup» 
porting, abſolutely overturns een and _ 
bliſhes the contrary ſentiments. 

12 As to the arguments Gunded on dat. 
baptiſms mentioned in ſcripture, they have not 
the leaſt weight. For, the inſtances recorded there 
reſpect thoſe only, who had been proſelyted to 
the faith. when adults, either ſrom the prejudices 
of judaiſm, or the groſs darkneſs of heatheniſnr. 
But, where is there mention of the baptizing any 
adults, who were deſcended from chriſtian parents, 
and had the advantage of a goſpel” education? 
You cannot produce a fingle inſtance of this kind 
from the whole new teſtament. And therefore 
your arguments on this head are nothing to the 
purpoſe. We affert as well as you, that thoſe, 
who are brought up Jews, Infidels, or Heathens, 
ought firſt to embrace chriſtianity; before they 
are admitted into the viſible church; and that in 

— fuch inſtances adult-baptiſm is highly fcripty- 
The caſe was exactly the Ame under the 
| law. 
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lav. When any adult- gentiles commenced profes 
lytes to the jewiſh religion, they were circumciſed. 
But, wou'd it be fair to argue from ſuch inftances 
_ of adult-circumcifion, that there were no infants 


| circumciſed: > The difference then between us and 


the Anabaptifts is this. We aſſert, in conformity 


to the teſtimony of ſcripture, that, as the circum- 


ciſing of the parents under the law, gave the chil- 
dren alſo a title to the ſeal of the covenant ; the 
ſame covenant- connection ſtill ſubſiſts between 
believing parents and their infant-ſeed under the 
goſpel; but this the Anabaptiſts deny—that this 
new-teſtament privilege is founded upon the un: 


changeableneſs of the Abrahamic covenant, - upon 


the promiſes made to Abraham and his ſpiritual ſeed 
for ever—upon the nature, ſignification, and de- 
ſign of the ſeals of the covenant — upon the 
renewal and ratification of the covenant-promiſes 
to Gentiles as well as Fews — upon the capability 
of infants virtually or repreſentatively to enter into- 


covenant with Gop, notwithſtanding their perſonal 


incapacity, — upon the conduct of the Apoſtles, 


who baptized whole houſholds upon the compre- 


henſive charge of Chrift to his Apoſtles to diſciple 
ALL NATIONS —and upon the ſuperiority of the 
diſpenſation of Chriſt above that of Moſes. __ 
But, in defiance of all theſe. powerful argu- 
ments, the Anabapti/t rejects, oppoſes, ridicules 
infant-baptiſm. Whether he has ſcripture to ſup- 


port ſuch ridicule and oppoſition, the pious reader 


is to judge, from what I have alrcady written. 
And 
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And that antiquity is no more upon his fide, than 


ſcripture, I wy the. ſequel wilt ſatisfactorily des 
man ͤ . 211.78 | 
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* the original deſign of this expoſtulatory 
letter, to quote, minutely, all that the ancient fa: 
thers haye ſaid on the ſubject of infant-baptiſm; 
eſpecially. as I am far from reſting the deciſive 


evidence of the matter upon their, authority, but 


upon the: infallible teſtimony of the ſexiptures of 
truth. However, when,,a cuſtom has prevailed 
for ſeveral ſucceſſive centuries; when the perſons 
Who adopted it, werę men of un- exceptionable 
piety; when their authority is corroborated by an 
acquaintande with the moſt authentic eccleſiaſtical 
records; when the chain of their hiſtorical refer 
ences may be fairly traced to the co-temporaries 


of the Apoſtles, and the Apoſtles themſelves; and. 


eſpecially, when their opinions on ſubjects of ine 


„ 


finite importance, are upon the Whole, of allowed 


orthodoxy in ſuch a caſe, though. the authority 
quoted in favor of a Particular rite, be falli- 
ble and ſecondary, it may neverthele tend, to 


throw ſome light on that which is Ki 5 hr 


infallible, Of this nature, and of this uſe, is, the 
opinion of the primitive fathers; a.fcy ge 
from whoſe voluminous writings will 

convince the candid reader, that iat 


of prix tive : and agoſto authenticity; 2 
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 fuppoling this ancient rite had 
oppoſed; as ſome imagine; Aill the authority of 
thoſe who” flotiſhed wraryf- to the Apoſtöllc Era, 


Wen. Bbw + 2 emnein vent atatem . & inf 
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For dhe fitgt 400 years after the A ce, and 
from that period to the örigin of thi Waldenſes 
about the year 1150, the cuſtom of admitting f 1n- 
fants into the vifibte church by baptiſm, ſeems to 


have been univerſal and wh uted. Yet, even 
Wet, in lter ages, 


ought to turn thie ſale: for the ſame reiſbn,” that 


Hoſe, who lived i of near the glorious Ala bf this 


Nefor muri; "Miſt be more eompettnt©judges: of 
de diſtingunhing doctrines of the Church bf Eng- 
kind; than any of our modern innovaters, who 


Malek al imaginable pains (but without proof) d 


Armniumrxe, ariunize, te, and Pelagitatite 
om venerable umu ater.” W 0191 


11 Among the venetable Withwis for the: Goth 


where point, I know none more authentic, 
Than Tremeur. Speaking of Chris, he ſays, & Oi 


de enim Bent per ſemetipſum Jabvare ; ones, Paputtie 


2 eum renaſtuntur (baptizantur)'in Deum: 1. 
AW =" & pur bub, & guerbs. & juuenet, & ſe 


10 


ed Fleas, fahnden infenues. So. Te © 
ave all Perſons by himfelF: Al mean, — 
nim art Tcgeneraetd aptized) unto God!: ſkits 
nd — ones, and children, and young mien, 
and elder Perſons. Therefore he went thre” the 


Kutral ages; for infatits,” being made att infaut, 


SihAiing infants, Sc This primmive father | 


vas born in whe Yau iter Chriſt's natfoity 9, 
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and 4 years before. St. Tay 3 It Wag impoſß: 
ble therefore he cou;d-be a ſtranger to the Apo- 
tolic cuſtom reſpecting baptiſm.Leſt we ſhou'd 
have a doubt whether Ireneus by regenerating uno 
God, means baptixing. let us hear his en words} 
becauſe a man is always the beft; commentator 
upon himſelf. Speaking of the. ſoripture-teſti- 
montes concerning the Spirit, he ſays, '* PoteSatern 
regenerationis in Deum demandans dicahat eis, Ke, 
When he gave his diſeiples the commiſſion of 
regenerating unto God, he ſaid unta them, &c.? 
Where the commiſſion of  regencrating $gnifics 
baptizing..+ Other fathers uſed the; word in the 
ſame ſignification. St. Augußtin's teſtimony is clear. 
* Chriftus natus ęſt ex virgine, renatus per virgiuam. 
Chriſ was born of a virgin, and bars, again, or 
baptized by a virgin; that is, Foly the Baptifh, 
who was, in point of celibacy, à virgin, or um 
married; I don't much like this playing upon 
words, even in Auguſtin himſelf. But | however 
that is not the point in queſtion... It is enough for 
the preſent argument, that he uſes regenerating 
and baptizing ſynonymouſly. not only in the placs 
juſt quoted, but likewiſe in the title — gives the 
Apoſtles; calling them . eqs per quas reuaſti mur: 
thoſe by whom we are regenerated” or baptized 
unto regeneration. 4 
But in order to put this matter beyond dib. 
pute, as well as to eſtahliſh the controverted ſubs 
ject, let ys hear the teſtimony of that bleſſed witneſi 
 Fuſtin Martyr, m__ | * * 


(84) 


to quote. In his ſecond Apology he has theſe | 


words. They are regenerated in the ſame way 
of regeneration, that we were regenerated ; How? 


ter, &c.” — This quotation, together with that 
of Auguſtin, proves that tlie fathers conſtantly 


uſed the word regenerating for baptizing ; and 


therefore, that in various parts of their writings, 
where the greek word occurs, it is to be accom : 
modated in the fame ſenſe, that a e, 
and guriope; inlightening very frequently are. 

2 The next in order of time after Feten k 
Tertullian. But his teſtimony ĩs of a different na- 
ture, though as full to the preſent argument. 
This whimſical man, fell into ſtrange miſtakes, 
and adopted the hereſy of the Montanifts. After 
forſaking that ſect, he eſtabliſhed a party of his 
own, calling his followers after his own name, 
Tertullianifts. It is not to be wondered that a 
perſon of ſuch an extremely verſatil genius, ſhou'd 
adopt many whimſical ideas on. baptifm, as he 
did upon more important ſubjects. And that he 
did, any perſon may ſee, who will take the trou- 
ble to peruſe his perplexed thoughts de 'Baptiſmo, 


As a ſpecimen' of his oddities, take the following. 


He adviſes baptiſm in ſome, to be deferred till 
marriage. And ſpeaking of infant he ſays, Quid 

feftinat innocent fas ad remiſſonem peceatorum ? 
What need their innocent age make Lauch haſte 
to the forgiveneſs of ſins? This odd queſtion, 


which * as ſtrong of the Felagian leaven, as . 
1 


n c vdah e rowlai, they are wathed with wa- 
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it 4 of nonſenſe, intimates his difapprobation of 


baptizing infants, becauſe of their ſuppoſed 


guiltleſſneſs. So that he would not have them 
baptized, till they committed ſome actual ſin; 
and not even then, till they were married. And 
he might as well have gone a little farther, and 
prohibited baptiſm till after they were dead. But 
waving fuch foolith\ abſurdities, it is ſufficient 
to our purpoſe, that 'Tertullian's oppoſition to in- 
fant-baptiſm, is an implicit proof that it had been 
the general uſage of the church, from which he 
departed. 1 Or elſe why did he oppoſe it? 85 

3 Origen, who imbibed the notion of the Pla- 
tonits reſpecting the præexiſtence of ſouls, is as 
clear however on the ſubject of infant - baptiſm, as 


Tertullian is confuſed. In his comment on the 


epiſtle to the Romans, he adverts to the circum- 
ſtance of a ſacrifice having been offered for every 
child that was born under the law, and concludes 
= obſervations with ſaying, Pro hoc & ecclęſia 

ab Apoſtolis traditionem ſuſcepit etiam PARVULIS 


 BAPTISMUM dare, For this reaſon it was, that 


the church had from the Apoſtles a tradition (or 
order) to give baptiſm even to infants.” And 


again; in his 8th Homily. on Levit. xii. he ſays, 
Aldi his etiam illud poteft ut requiratur quid 


conſe fit cum 2 . in ITY N 
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forum detur, :SECUNDUM ECCLESI® OBSERVAN+ 


T1AM, etiam PARV.ULIS baptiſmum dari. Beſides 


all ibis, let it be conſidered, what is the reaſon, 
that whereas the baptiſm of the church is given 

far forgiveneſs of fins, INxTANTS alſo are by the 
izſage of the church. BayT1ZED, &c 

4 This teſtimony from Origen is ſo full and, fo 


expreſs to the general uſage of tlie church in ba ptiz 


ing infants, that it does not require a ſingle ad+ 
ditional obſervation to enhance its credibility; 


However, as fome Anabaptifts have doubted whey 
ther this teſtimony be genuine; in order to giro 


a proof of its undoubted authenticity, I will recite 


for the candid reader, a cirtumſtance, which 


will elueidate the quotations I have made, and. 
demonſtrate at leaſt that Origen, notwithſtanding 
fome- peculiar ſentiments, did acknowledge in- 


funt-baptiſm to be an apoſtolic. euftam -— K. 
| _ Hierom, who had a univerſal : acquaintance with 


Origen's writings in their original language, ſays. 


that he (Origen) allowed that infants were proper 
fubjects of baptiſm, as finners; but that he de- 


nied any derivative guilt from Adam; and there- 


by accounted for their ſins 4 his 2 | 


% „ 


45 to en curious notion, g. Mera thus adv 


dreſſes the Pelagians, © If the forgiveneſs of the. 


fins, which are another's (Adam's) ſeem to you 
unjuſt, or ſuch, as one (an infant) incapable. of 
committing actual fin, has no need of; then, 


trauſte ad Amaſium veſtrum (Origenem) qui præte- 
rita 


675) 

rita in cælis & anti; a delicła "ſobvf tien in beptz 
march over to 70 beloved (Origen)” 0 557 
that in baptiſm àre forgiven thoſe fins, whi 
were committed in the celeftian re regions. $0: dt 

It would be foreign to my ſu ſublect, either to 
attein pt here ahy refutation of Or gens. peculiar 
ſentiment, ot to vintlicate Hiefom s ſtricrures bn 
him and his nearly-allied brethren, the Prad 
It is ſufficient for Was purpoſe c of che prefent At 
gument. that Origen, upon tir authority? of 
Hieron, did allow the bapti ing df. ante! 18 
ſupport the propriety of which, he Ws opliged tb 
fly to the ſuppoſition of their kavink g filmen fn. 
præxiſtent ſtate, before they wele Born NO. 
as Origen denied original 5 and as infant“ ba 
tiſm was founded upon that doctrine; if that fite 
had not been eftabliſhed upon the general wage 
'of the apoſtolic church, 05 if Origen was not 
fully convinced of it too; is it not plain, chat fie 
15 have availed hiniſelf of an opportunity to 
ſlip his head but of a nooſe, in which he was in- 
clofed by the very meaning of infant-baptiſm, and 
from which he Fould not, with any tolerable 
grace, extricate himſelf, without adopting the 
abſurd opinion of the Platon? Beſides, Origen 
might very eafily./haye Known, Whether he Had 
bimfelf been baptized in infancy, and whether 
that had been an apoſtolic cuſtom; For, as he 
was born in the year 185, which is the year after 
the Apoſtles 8 3, and either his Grand-father or 


Great grand- father muſt have liyed in the vexy 
time 
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ä Y 
time of the Apoſtles; he need only have a = 
phy to his own family for information upon t 


ubject. But as he never once mentions ſuch a 4 
ſource of intelligence, and explicitly acknowledg- 


es the right of infant · baptiſm; his Hilence i in the 


one caſe, and his acknowledgments ; in pole other, 
Sonar to evince the rite to have been 0 rimitive 


ſent 4 leiter to. 2 Ge | his ma 


upon two particular points; one of which was, 
whether an infant might be baptized, before tke 
eighth day. * No leſs than 66 neighboring Bi- 
ſhops happened | to fit in council with Cyprian, 
at the time that. Fidus's letter arrived. Its con- 
tents; were therefore laid before. this venerable 
ſynod; and the unanimous opinion of the gene- 
ral council was tranſinitted to Fidus, in a truly- 
apoſtolic letter, which bore. the following tte 
Oyprianus & cæteri college, qui in Cancilio affuerunt, 
numero 66, Fids fratri ſalutem. Cyprian, and the 
reſt of the Biſhops, 'who were preſen t at the Coun- 
eil, fixty; fix in e to N voy our, brother, 
fend Greeting: * 125 5 As 


e 7 — 9 
1 * 42 I's (13 


N. B. The: e was, not adv: lis 5 to be 
pee at all, (that was univerſally allowed, and particularly 
implied in the very purport of Fidus's inquiry.) but whether 
they ſhou d be. baptized ſooner than the eighth " .becanſe 
that was the time limited for circumciſi on. 


in 
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As the. epiſile is too copious to adinit of an 
intive. tranſcript, I mall therefore ebntent myſcli 


with a fe extracts; full to the point. As ta 


— * * 9 


/on, ſo not their age. We judge that nõ perſon 
is to be hindered from obtaining the grace ＋ (of 


baptiſm) by the law (of goſpel liberty) that is now: | 


appointed; and that the ſpiritual oircumciſion 9 


ought not to be reſtrained by the circumciſion 
that was according tothe fleſh: but that all are 


to be admitted to the grace of Chriſ. How 
much leſs; reaſon is there (than in the caſe of 
adults) to refuſe an infant (baptiſm,) who. being 
newly born, has no (actual) ſin, fave':that being 
deſcended from Adam, decording to the fleſn, he 
oj Hoi OH GEL 11 
| The ancient fathers frequenily diſtingui 


aanT Kb 

| bojtiſm by this 

;ppellation} 7 1 ce 
_ 4 The venerable Biſnop pdinta qui at onde. the: ſupe1ibrity. of 


baptiſm, above circumciſion, and yet the ſignificant reſemblance 
between both. The oſd-toſtament rite he calls; circumciſion ac- 
cording ig the Nen; the ney lament ordinance, be files /drigl 
citcumcitiou ; probably. in alluſion, to Gul;. ii. 9, where t! 

4 bs ESP 3 26 1 11% „ie a 4 a "4 * N I T5 $a 
Apoſlle calls it the circumciſion of. Cliiſt, or eluiſlian circumciſion. 


A ſtrong zntimation ae ape, the Fathers ſuppoſed an. analogy. 
between circumciſion and ba 


[ ptiſm ; and that upon this analogy 


* - 


4 


4 


is founded the admiſſion of infamts to the ſeal of the covenant un- 


der the preſent diſpenſation, | With this agree the words of 
Epiphanius, ** And for baptiſm, ſhe (tbe catholic, church) ac- 
rounts it co be in Chriſt, inſtead of the old circumciſion,” 
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has from his very birth contrafted the contaglon 
of deatk anciently threatened. Therefore, it is 
not for us te hinder am perſon from baptiſm and 
the grace of God. Which rule as it holds for all; 
Þ we think it magis circe infames & recens-natos 


oh/ervandum, MORE ESPEGIALLY.,TO- BE OBSERV» 


E IN REFERENCE 10 . e r r 
„ eee eb. oc 40 TITS 

Such was the explicit po Yn of tber f. 
Nou e. convened Aw Dom. 
253; and headed by the venerable Cartiuginian 
Biſhop &. Oyprian. To the deciſions of . 
markable convocation and its bleffet 


Kr. Angigſin, im various parts of his controver 
with the Pelagians. In a ſermon delivered at 
Carthage; te has the following memorable obſer- 
vation. Holy - Gyprian. was [aſked whether an 
fant might be baptized before the eighth day. 
The queſtion was of the day of baptizing; for, of 

4 fin THERE WAS NO qpESTION.“ I. 
her then the references of St. Auguſtin, 1 prove 
tho nuthority of the au, and ſince 


| White modern Anabaptifs wear” to well 10 Oy nol 
y. int, agitated in the Council of Carthage, 1 

nie proper'day for baptizing infarts, not the ordinance” 1025 
modern Pttagiaiis ate likewife requeſted to obſerve, that,  aboht 
the doctriue of 'origind? fin, upon Which the 455 of infant. 
| baptifri is founded, there was, it E Tes, f in bleſſed Cyprian's day Ys, 
86" gpesrroN at al. If that venerable father Sud {hr viſit Tat 
nil, how would he be aſtonifhed gt the un! For, TEMPOR 
no ovary! n ?: 


eo 247170 
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540 | 1 both 


the fathers frequently refers; but more eſpecially 


b 
b 
ti 
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ni ficavit ſulataris lavacri. Futura my/fedri 
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both 4 concur in admitting the right r infent⸗ 


baptiſm, as an undiſputed cuſtom in the priml- 
tive church; he that \Joubts the authenticity of 


the quotations taken from the Cypriamt Epi/tle, 
may as well doubt whether ther ever exiſſed 


ſuch- men, as Cyprian and Hog, or whether 


the ſun thone in the year 233. _ 
- 6'Gregory Nazianzen, in h eratio + laptifins, 


aye What ſay you ta thoſe that are infants, 
and not in capacity to be ſegibie, either af the 


grace (of baptiſm)' or the lofs. of it;) Shall wp 


baptize them too? Tes, by all means. For, it ir 


better that they be ſand7ijfied! without their own 


ſenſa ol it, than that they ſhould dic auſcaled and 
aninitiated, ' ka hits Xogos nur "0" beranypuges vH, AND 


A GROUND, ox REASON, TQ us OF: PHIS8, 18 
CIRCUMCISION, which was given on the eighth 
day, and was Tori opgayt, ATYPICAL; $K4T and 


was practiſed on thoſe, that had-ng44/ of reaſor.'? 4 


7 K. Anbroſe, in his comment on Luke! n 


wherein he points out: the parallel; het veen lies 


and John the Baptiſt, thus expatiates on tho ci: 


eumſtances of Jandan being dri ven back. '** Ila 
ſub Elia.recurſus undarum in origintm fluwitis, figh 
* 7 * IE 
ri more 14, naturæ UE . i⁊ati int PAR - 
vpEI A. malitia ref ans That retuthing of 
the waters to their ſpring head Ggnified:the — if 
myſtery of the layer of ſalvation; by which thoſe 
rr ons, that are baptized, are brought 
2 M 


— 


* — IC IE PII — TY — DL - OI, — — 5 — 
— — — ED — then. « : + 2 J a = _ _—_— 2 _ p 
— it — — N - 2 k þ h — — 
— > RX q RY SC ror. 3 * XL wa, <A EIB x Mow ry . % * 
— — — — — — — — — — Pe —— — — » - — * 
- L's — NULL A — — A _ — — — dT. —— 


— RIES 
= xz ns 


- — —— — = S — 
* oo 2 * 2 wan — —_— 
—————ůů ——⁵˙ —ꝛ———————xp— RRR r 


—— —— — P ͤ ˙ 2 K———— ˙—˙ . III ASQ. 
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_hack;again from. their QNiekedach to the. primi. 


tive, ſtate; of. their nature 1 epkiing 


0 8. bh Girdle, is, equally frong in his 


teſtimony. on,infant-baptiſn, In his een 


on the book of Geneſis, he ſays, * Oar circum- - 


Eifion, ., nn Banhopatos L mean that. of bapti n, 
has no determinate 7. as that (eircumciſion 


had; buf ohe that is ett Wie in, the be- 
ginning of his age, or one N is in the middle of 


it, or one! that is in his old age may receive |this 


(new-teftamentd circumciſion.” And, in another 
place, For this reaſon, we baptize infants 
alfo, though they have not any (actual) ſins, 7 

9 Hierom, Who Was Auguftin's' catein porasy iwas 
4110 his co- auxiliary, in the ſtand which both 
made againſt the progreſs of Pelagianiſn. And 
many of the arguments, urged by theſe two ve- 
herable witneſſes, in their united oppoſitibon ta the 
pelagian haereſy, were founded upon the ſoriptu- 
ral meaning of infant -baptiſm: from whence it 
aroſe, that more was ſaid upon this ſubject, while 
tue pelagian controverſy laſted, than at any other 
poriod whatever. But, for ſome years before: Fe- 


 hagius broached his hærefy, both fugufin"and 


Hierom maintained a en alpen ien 
1144 IN en * 15 Th 

+, * The. erk. et nology of Ch — Eh g Keller pelle 
n epithet” Ben? bo his enefablt Aer. {id acconnt* of the 


moellifſuent hory hat poured”: from his golen 400 gue; 80 


highly, 


tious, . I it became almoſt proverbia 


efraptured | were the Reaper, with his pane 21 


to ſay, beiter 


we! ſhould not Hine, _ Je hould not — 115 
. ; the 
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he Donati iv: : the ground of, which was, not the right 
of infat-baptitm,; (for that both the Donatifs and 
Pelagiaus acknowledged $) but whether, the ordi- 


nance of baptiſm: was invalidated by the perſonal 


ungodlineſs of the miniſter who diſpenſed it; and 
whether thoſe who: were ſubjects in ſuchca caſt, 
ought, to be :rebaptized. | The Donat iſis aſſerted 
both the one and the other, and were therefore 
literally Aiabaptiſis or  reboptizers; Auguſtin: and 
Hierum, on the other hand maintained the con- 
trary. A proof, by the bye, that theſe two or 
thodox fathers were not only warm; advocates: for 
infant baptiſm, but eu 2 n 
of Mubaptiſm / %% 

10 Though the edgtroverfyi with-the Donatifts 
did not immediately reſpect the baptizing of in- 
fants, yet that ſubject was occaſionally introduced, 
radiabetiowiedged both by them and their anta- 
goniſts. Hence Auguſtin in his! book de baptiſna 


contra Donatiſtus, invalidates the ground of their: 
A feinen Cecilia, who, as they ſaid, had 


eich to) III »£1 1 +1 #1 | 1 * 
ve 1 the chief er of debate between the 2 
a * To prove chat reſpecled anabaptiſm'or rebaptization, I pre- 
ſent the reader with the following N from the deciſious of 
the th Council of Carthage, headed by Aurelius. + Some, 
that have been teachers in that ſe {the Donatiſts) would come "ol er 
with their congregations, if they night have the ſame placks 
among us, &c.—But.this;L (Aure/tus): leave to a farther deter- 
mination of our brethren, &c.—Only_ that they will conſent 
that ſuch as, (N. B.) Wert SAT IZED br r Donat Nenn 
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the church, and / permitted to do the office: of a 
biſhop; and after wiping off this groundleſs ac: 


tcuſation from; Cucilian s character, he then pro- 
cebds to ſhew, that if their charge had been well 
grounded, oven that did by no means juſtify their 
 fchiſmatical departure from tha church; becauſe; 
upon ſuch a principle, the puraſt church upon 

earth would not be exempt from the pretenſiont 


of ſchiſm. Aſter ſhewing, that tha validity of an 


ordinance depends / on the authority of God, not 


an the goodneſs of the perſon, ho diſpenſes it; 


and conſequently, that thoſe who were: baptized 


by awerroneous/Bifſhop ought not to be re-bap- 
tined ) Auguftinſays, of ſuch, Nat tamen idea non 
atcepiſſe hapti ſmum exiſti mantur. They are not 
therefore to be thought not to have received real 
baptiſm.“ And, having had occaſion to ſpeak. of 

the penitent thief; who obtained ſalyation, without 
baptiſm, he argues, that that is na: more an ar- 
gument againſt the neceſſity of baptiſm, where it 
may be had, than, the example of | baptized in. 


nne 


fants, obtaining ſalvation, is an argument againſt, 


the neceffity of Jaith, when-the- ſubject is capable 


of it; but that. is an argument that one of 'theſe 
may be without the other; and ſo that erroneous 


miniſters, may giye true baptifin, (provided they 


diſpenſe it in the right farm) which ought not to 


be rriterated, even when the baptized perſon | 


comes to the knowledge of the truth. As * 
thie 


vnc denied chriflianity under the heathen enpen 
rors, and was nevertheleſs afterwards retained in 
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thief, who through: neceſſity was not | 
and yet was pattaker.of felvatian,: = — his 
piety he had it ſpiritually ; ſa; where baptiſmi is 
had, though the party through nacgſity, go withs 
out that” (a&# of faith) |<: which the thief had, yer. 
he is ſaved. Which trauitum deut wniveryitas ecelss 
fig THE WHOLE BODY OF THE CHURCH HOLDS; 
as delivered to them, cum pdarvuli in fantes hupt i- 
ALantur, ix IHR CASE OT LIT IE INFANTS 
ATI ZE; Whio yet cannot cafeſt with the mouth = 
unto: ſalvation, as the tief cou d: rt tumen nuilur 
chriſtanarum dixerit eus inaniten baptizari,” and yet 
NO CHRISTIAN MAN in * . "_ are m_ 
tized to Seng : 

11 K. Auxuffi n bis jeuer to Binifanejis _—_ 
ly full and fati ry. That Biſhop, had re. 
queſted Auguſtin's opinion reſpecting; ſome points; 
the recital of which would herr be both tedious 
and foreign to our purpoſe. It is ſuſſicient juſt 
to quote the following paſſage from Auguftin u 

anſwer. An inſum, though he be not yet cons 
ſtitutedi a del (actual believer) by that (exerciſe 
of) faith, which conſiſts in the will of (adult) be- 
— he is, y the 2acnamant of that 
faith 2. for, he is called a del, non ad. rem ipſam 
nente amuendo, not from his mental tonfent to the 
thing, but from n c Va THE. nn 
MENT OF Ir 1 thi * 

In His: book de 04 the fine ada com 
cludes a long; chain of rraſoning/thus, /** Cliſuttards 
tamen matris eccleſiæ in BAPTIZANDIS PARVULIS 


nequaquam 


. 96 » 


uequaquam ſpernenda. , -nequei uilo modo ſubeßflad 
ae putanda nec omnino credenda niſi! 4 OS DIHIEA. 
ESSH TRADITIO; The cuſtom of our mother the 
church, in huptixing infants; muſt not bel diſre- 
garded, nor: be: efteemed ſuperſluous, nov be, 


thought to be _ other than an ame - 
TRADETION?N!: 5 27 fo Yau ne HT, A 
-\\Qmitting' Cm other uuthopilles) backs from 


Councils and Fathers which might be brought, to 
give a ſuperadded ſanction to the controverted 
rite, and to the arguments, hich. ſupportt it; I 
haſten to that period, wherein the pelagian fiarefy 
broke out. A period, memorable for one of 
the moſt important controverſies; that was ever 
agitated throughout the Churches bf Chr; and 
a period, which ſtamps immortal dahbor on the 
. of theig yeat AUGUSTING e oo 

No ſooner! had the church been reipited from 
a. ſchiſmatical altercations of the Donati/s,i t han 
it was alarmed: with the audacious aſſnult of am 
hitherto- unheard- of hæreſy; „ which: ſtruck. at the 
very baſis of the goſpel, and laid the foundation 
of intricate and innumerable diſputations. IE ie 

This new hæreſy principally conſiſted in a red 
en of the doctrine of briginal ſiu. As the 
tranſlation of guilt, and the derivation of corrup- 
tion, from the firſt a poſtate man to all his deſcend- 
ents, conſtitute the two eſſential branches of this 
inndamental article; both were. conſequently de- 
nied, By che neee <0: 5 new Wg ho 
3 ES ; CEAR $1 Were 
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were therefore femmes 550 for the intire 
dignity of human nature. 

The perſon, ** qui novant condidit herefin” as 
Dr. Cave ſays) who founded this new hereſy, 
was one Pelagius; from whom, the ſentiments, 
which characterized his erroneous ſyſtem, have 
been ever ſince W mw by the title, Er 
gianiſm. * 

This Hæręſiarch, together with his principal 

co-adjutor, Celęſtius, had induſtriouſly, yet ſe- 
cretly, propagated his errors at Rome, about the 
year 410: When, that city being taken and rack- 
ed by the Gothe, the two heretical colleaguef 
were obliged to decamp. But it proved an unt 
fortunate decampation for the African churches, 
For, while Pelagius ſteered towards the eaſt, Ce- 
leſtius pitched his tent at Carthage; and both, in 
their reſpective departments, labored to eftabliſh 
error, with all the guile of ſophiſtry, and all the 
infinuation of plauſible addreſs. 

The errors of Pelagius had made ſome pros 
greſs, before Auguſtin cou'd prevail on himſelf 
to credit the rumor of his (Pelagius's) defection 
from the truth. And, fo exccedingly reluctant 
was the charitable Auguſtin to entertain an unfa- 
vorable idea of one, for whoſe literary and in- 


2 1 it is noiverſally dliwes; 1hat Pe!agius, was a native 
of Wales; and that this arch-heretic was called Felagius, a : pelago, 
becauſe he lived near the ſea; but his original avd genuine name 
was Morgan: a- circumſtance, which has induced an eminent 
modern iter, to diſcrimina-e'the pelagian * by the more 
pioper epithet of Mo 0 B94 8AM. 


N genuous 
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| genuous character he had before expreſſed the 


higheſt yeneration; that, even, after the publi- 
cation of Pelagius's errors, Auguſtin was willing 


to rh the herefiarch did not abſolutely mean, 


what his writings ſeemed to imply. 

But, when Pelagius reiterated, and obſtinately 

perſiſted in his errors; Auguſtin thought himſelf 
indiſpenſably bound no longer to retain his ve- 
neration for Pelagius at the expence of truth; 
and therefore, readily obeyed the call, which 
ſummoned him to the field of controverſy; in 
which the venerable Hferom was his conf] +657. 


denon dien 1 
2 Amo Dom. 412. Auguftin publiſhed his firlt 


kontroserfal treatiſe; and, not long after, at the 
inſtance of Marcellinus, a Carthaginian nobleman, 
he wrote two books more ; as well for the eſtab- 
liſhment of that noble inquirer after truth, as 
for the refutation of the Pelagian hereſy. The 

and deſign of all theſe works, is, to vindicate 
Ke doctrine of original fin, from the aſperſions 
and miſrepreſentations of pelagianiſm. _ 

13 The arguments, which both Auguftin and 
Hierom urged, in their joint gppoſition to pela- 
gianiſm, were principally founded on the end, 
meaning, and right of infant-baptiſm. Hence, 
the laſt of the three books above-mentioned, bears 
the following title, Of the guilt and forgiveneſs of 
fins, and of the BAPTISM OF INFANTS.” And 
in the body of the fame book, Auguſtin ſtates the 
general argument in the ns nervous and 

concluſive 
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conclufive manner. If theſe (infants) who, 't l 
plain, have committed no (actual) ſin, are Bet 
held captive under the original bond of ſin; how 


did Chriſt, who died for finners, die for them 2 


If they are not diſeaſed with any ſickneſs of original 
fin; why are they carried to Chrif the phyſician, 


to receive the SACRAMENT of their eternal fal- 
vation, by the godly fear of their parents, who 
run with them to it? Why is it not faid to them 
in the church, Carry back from hence theſe 
innocent creatures : the whole have no need of 
a phyfician, but they that are fick: Cris came 
not to call the righteous, but finners ?? — Nin- 
quam dictum eft, nunquam dicitur, nunguam amino 
DICETUR in ecclefia Chriſti tale commentum. Such 


an odd thing never was faid, never is faid, and 


NEVER WILL BE SAID 1 in che church of 
h ˖ 8 

Auguſtin quotes numerous paſſages of ſcripture, 
in purſuance of the ſame argument ; proving, 


that the very inſtitution of baptiſm implied the 


loſt condition of the perſons baptized. yr then 


he adds, © Porro, qui parvulos baptizandos eſſe con- 
cedunt, [0 contra auctoritatem univerſe ecclifie, 


＋ If ever 448 n. Was noche the er of 2 prophetic - 
pulſe, it certainly failed him in the preſent prognoſtication. Ba, 


whereas to aſſert, ** that infants are not di iſeaſed with original fin, 
and ought therefore to be carried from the baptiſmal font, as 
being perfectly innocent, was an oddity or ficlion, never broached 
before, or in the time of Auguſtin; cou he hut reviſit chriſtendom, 
he wou'd alter his nunguam picerur ; and find, that the oddity, 


once fo ſcarce, is now, alas | become a very POPULAR con- 
MENTUM, 


2N . . proculdubis 


" "TS. © 


proculdubio per Dominum & Apofioles trad! lam, vo- 
nire non poſſunt, &c. Now then, fince they (che 


Pelagians) GRANT that infants muſt be baptized, 
as being unable to oppoſe THE AUTHORITY OF 
THE WHOLE CHURCH, which doubtleſs was deli» | 


vered by our Lord and his Apoftles, &c.” “ 
14 In the courſe of the ſame chain of reaſon · 
ing, Auguſtin quotes a confiderable portion of 
Oypriar's epiſtle to Fidus ; in order to prove, that, 
during the ſeſſion of the fir council of Carthage, 
there was no diſpute about original ſin, nor about 
_ infant-baptiſm itſelf, but only concerning the 
proper time ſor diſpenſing it. He then paſſes 


to the authority of Hierom; and afterwards ex- 


preſſes his own ſentiments thus, „For my own 
part, I do not remember that I ever HEARD any 
other thing from any chriſtians, that received the 


old and new teſtament, . non ſolum in catholicd ec- 


clefa, verum etiam in qudlibet herefi vel ſchiſmate 
conftitutis ; z neither from ſuch as were of the Ca» 


THOLIC CHURCH, nor from ſuch as belanged to 
any SECT. or SCHISM. From whence it is that 


this trouble is ſtarted upon us, I know not; but 4 
little while ago when I was at "Carthage, [ juſt cur- 
ſorily heard ſome tranſient diſcourſe of ſome 
people, who were talking that infants are not 
baptized, that they may receive remiſſion of fins. 


Thoug h I was . ſtartled at the vo- 
ver rr, &c. +” : 


* N50 P. 9 I + See Wall s hiſtory 2 decent. P. 174. 


= 

Can any thing be ſtronger, or more conclu- 
five, than this evidence of St. Auguſtin? He poſi- 
tively declares, that he never even heard of any 
chriſtian, any heretic, or ſchiſmatic, who denied 
that infants were baptized for pardon of /in. Much 
leſs then did he ever hear of any, who infinuated, 
that they ſhou'd not be baptized at all. And, if 
either the rite itſelf, or the meaning of it, had 
been controverted, from the days of the Apoſ- 
ftles; Auguſtin cou'd not have been ignorant of 
ſuch a circumſtance; for, he was deeply conver- 
ſant in church-hiſtory ; of which he gave an evi- 
dent proof, by publithing, ſoon after, a tuftory 
of all the ſects and opinions, from the apoſtolic æra 
down to his own time. Beſides, nothing but the 
moſt indubitable evidence, could have warranted 
Auguſtin's peremptory declarations on this ſubject; 
ſince he was narrowly watched by Pelagius, whoſe 
extenſive knowledge of hiſtory and all the branch- 
es of literature, would have enabled him to diſ- 
cern the leaſt flaw in Aug in's calculations. 

1; About three years after Auguſtin's books 
ſaw the light, Amo Dom. 415, Hierom wrote his 
Dialogues, between Atticus and Critobulus. The 
former of theſe two characters repreſented a Ca- 
tholic; the latter, a Pelagian. Theſe dialogues 
manifeſtly decypher the peculiar tenets of Pela- 
gius; though they do not expreſsly mention his 
name. The greateſt part of them is "levelled at 
one favorite branch of pelagianiſm'; viz. per- 


fection, or, the poſſibility of living perfectly n, 
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\ 


all for. Throughout the colloquial debate be- 


tween Atticus and Critobulus, the latter endeavors 


to exemplify his arguments for ſinleſs perfection, 
by the ſtate of infants; concerning whom, the 
perfectioniſt propoſes the following fly and ſo- 
phiſtical demand, Grant me this at leaſt, that 
they, Who CANNOT fin, are WITHOUT fin.” As 


the Antipelagian did not chooſe to make an ac- 


knowledgement, which | wou'd manifeſtly ſtrike 
at the doctrine of original fin, and overthrow 
the dictinction between the external act, and the 
internal being of ſin; he therefore ſupports his 
diſſent, by adverting to the right and intent of 
infant-baptiſm. F or, when the Pelagian demands, 


For what reaſon are infants baptized?” His 


antagoniſt replies, * That in. baptiſm their * 
may br. forgiven, © 


This teſtimony from Bun is as clear a 


demonſtration as poſſible, that at the time he 
penned his dialogues, the right of infant · baptiſm 
was univerſally acknowledged, as well by the 
foes, as the friends of truth. But, of this 1 hall 


4 Pe an additional confirmation. - 


16 Soon after Celeflius arrived at Carthage, 
being then only a deacon, he made application 
to the church there, for prieſt's orders. But, 


as there had prevailed a well-grounded ſupicion of 
the heterodoxy of Celeſtius's opinions; there was 


propoſed a previous ſtrict examination of the 
fuſpected heretic... Accordingly he was cited 
before the council; and the principal interrogat 


th | + _—_—_ 
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were Aurelius the biſhop, and Paulinus the Sehwod 
Several articles, reſpecting original /in, the nature 
of grace, and the fate of infants, were produced 


againſt him; ſome of which he acknowledged; 


while others he evaded. There was a ſufficiency 
of evidence, even from Celeftjus's own mouth, to 


point out the danger of taking into the boſom' 


of the church, one, who wou'd act there as an 
envenomed viper. Accordingly, rank hereſy 
being detected under the fheeps - clathing of this 


Hibernian Wolf ; his application for orders was. 


rejected, and he himſelf expelled. — But the point 
ad rem, in this narrative, is; in the courſe. of 


Celeftius's examination, when he had been hard 
puſhed with arguments, founded on the nature 
of infant-baptiſm; though he denied or equivo- 


cated the dodFrine, which theſe arguments tended 
to eſtablith ; yet he dropped the following memo- 


rable conceſſion reſpecting the ite itſelf, * As 


FOR INFANTS, I ALWAYS SAID, THAT THEY 
| STAND IN NEED OF BAPTISM, AND "THAT 

THEY OUGHT TO'BE BAPTIZED.” ' 

17 Celeftius's aſſociate in error, Pelagin ts, was 
neceſſitated” to make equally ſtrong conceſſions, 
though they manifeſtly wounded his own cauſe; 
In the Creed, which he'ſent to the Biſhop of Rome, 
is the following article, Baptifſma unum tenemus, 
quod iiſdem ſacramenti verbis in infantibus, guibar 
etiam in 'majoribus aſſerimus eſſe telebrandum. | We 


hold one BAPTIsM, which we fay ought to be 


adminiſtered, with the fame Acramental words, 


* Celeſtius was an Iriſhman, 
to 
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to infants as to grown perſons.” — Together witli 
his confeflion of faith, Pelagius tranſmitted to 


Rome, a ſort of - apologetic epiſtle ; which the 


ſubtle herefiarch intended as a vindication of 


his principles, and as a mean of inſinuating him- 
ſelf into the good graces of Pope Innocent. Upon 


this ſame epiſtle Auguſtin comments thus, Ob- 
ſerve, how Pelagius attempted lily to deceive even 


the epiſcopal judgment of the Apoſtolic See, 
when he ſays, Se ab hominibus infamari, quod neget 
parvulis 'baptiſmi ſacramentum; that men do ſlan- 


der him, as if he denied the ſacrament of baptiſm 
to infants.” And again. Quis tam impius, qui 
paruulos exortes' regni celorum eſſe velit, dum eos 
baptizari vetat? Who can be ſo 1meiovs: as 
to hinder infants from being baptized, and thereby 


exclude them from the privileges of the kingdom 


of Gop ?“ 


But all this was but a ſpecimen of Pelagius's 
evaſive floriſh. The pretended /lander, from which 


he attempted to vindicate himſelf, was never 
charged upon him. For, whereas his apology 
reſpects only infant-baptiſm itſelf; the charges of 
his opponents were confined. intixely to his denial 
of. the end of that ordinance... Auguſtin and his 


 _ co-adjutors in the cauſe of truth, argued, that 
infants were baptized for the forgiveneſs of fin; 
and this ſcriptural hypotheſis conſtituted the 


principal battery in all. their aflaults upon pela- 
gianiſm. But obſerve with what artful dexterity, 


the evaſive hæreſiarch Llips his head out of the 
collar - 


= 103) 
eelaf. Inſtead ef attempting a-refutation. of the 
main argument, founded upon the end of infant 
baptifm; he fies off to a pompous" vindication or 
himfelf from a ſuppoſed defamation, which did 
not in the leaſt ebncern the queſtion in debate- 
18 But notwichſtanding all PHagits's ingentiity; 
attifice, and evaſion; his orth6dok ' attagonitls 
were enabled t ferm ſuch à Gerdidn km round 
the neck of his fyſtem, as al the magic of the 
flippery Pritexs's pen was inlufficient to difelvs 
The fertürty ef this ityention; T6 prodigious upbn 

r s, failed him here; fw that the wexs 
torted ac cnowiedgmithits; Ir made, in ſupport: 'of 
infant-baptifm, neceflarily involved him in alas 
byrinth of difficulties,” relpecting original fin : 
while his hte exulted in the triumph of 
truth: Thus, moe s Auguſtin, the Pelagiam * etre 
 tumfipn ti & d aum aucrorttatt lecbiomm, & 
antiquitus tradito & t. tento firmo ecelefi 2 ritu; th 
dap! mate paroulorim ; were beſet with the auto- 
rity of God's Wötd, and wick the eſtabliſhed uſige 


of the church, Sounded on antiqu y; ; Feſpititng 


Infant-bapt 1011171 
fon All che hifforicat eiuotatiorts, which 1 
have produced, does it not manifeRly appear, ( 1) 
That rein — is a rite, founded upon the 
earlieſt, and moſt yenefable aatho rities ? bavin 
the Kancklon of un ls, Pathers, and Apoſtles 4 (2 2 
That it has been &ver enteemed 3 "2 fuccedancum 1 17 
cirrumci on Under” che law? (3) That, for th 
fir four centories from the Apogee Era, it 
O 


Was 


with Auguſtin, i on the doctrine of original ſig. 


1 5 


was an univerſal and undiſputed cuſtom? (4) 
That the altercations, which were ventilated by 
certain ſchiſmaties, did not concern the ordinance 


itſelf, but ſome leſs important matters; ſuch as, 


whether infants ſhou'd be baptized before the 
eighth day; whether perſons baptized in an erro- 
neous church ſhou'd be rebaptized ; and whether 
ſuch, ſhou'd be admitted to eccleſiaſtical offices, 
Kc, 1 (5) That even the Donatiſts themſelves,,,who 

were, in one. ſenſe, Analuptiſis, did nevertheleſs 


admit of infant-baptiſm? (6) That the famous | 
pelagian controyerſy, which commenced, the be- 


Zinning of the. fifth century, reſpected, not the 
right, but the end of infant-baptiſm ?. for. (7), That 
Pelagians and. Antipelagians, were all unanimous 
in admitting the primitive authenticity. of the 


cuſtom ; and. therefore, that” however, ſhuffling 


d evaſive, the conduct of Pelagius and Celeſtius 
might have been in other parts of the contro- 
verly ; ; upon this. ſubject, their conceſſions hag 
uniformly explicit and unambigyous. A Yo 

And here, I beg your attention, Sir, for a mo- 
ment, while 1 make an obſervation, , ſuggeſted:b 
the, behavior of Pelagius, during his EE 


Poyed 


19 It has been already proved, that the main 


arguments of Auguftin, in favor of the contro- 
verted doctrine, were founded on infant · ba ptiſm; 
and that the pelagian party was hard puthed by 


theſe arguments, as well as by their own acknow- 
ledgments t on the mungen. ow. if wer ar 
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had been a mere traditionary rite; would not the 
pelagians have ranſacked every authority to de- 
monſtrate its ſpurious origin ? And, would they 
not have triumphed i in any diſcovery, that might 
have countenanced their rejection of an ordi- 
nance, the very end of which gave ſuch a for- 
midable ſhock to their whole ſyſtem? Had the 
point been ever made the ſubject of diſputation; 
would not that have in ſonie meaſure afforded 
ground for oppoſition from them too? Yet, we 
do not ol that _ ever. —_—_ to ae the 
matter? 0 ; 

20 Befides 3 it ĩs 1 Worm that Pelagius, was 
à man of confiderable ſagacity, and extenſive 
erudition ; “ and one, whoſe knowledge of an- 


_ tiquity would have enabled him to determine, 


whether infant-baptiſm was of ſpurious tradition, 


or apoſtolic validity. He had not a retroſpect of 


much more than 300 years, from whence to draw 
his intelligence. And ſurely there were ſome 
records, traditions, or church-hiſtory extant in 
his time, that would enable him to arrive at a de- 
gree of certainty upon the ſubject. Vet, we 
never find him making any hiſtoric references, 


as 2 plea againſt the opinion of his antagoniſts; 


but, on the contrary, he acquieſces in ew padg- 


„Let no foreigner (ſays honeſt Fuller in | his charchs/ 
hiſtory) ** inſult on the infelicity of our land, in beating 11s 


MonsTER ; but conſider firſt, if his excellent natural parts, and 


eminent acquired learning, might be ſeparated. from his. n 
POCTRINE ; no nation need be aſhamed to acknowledge hin. 
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ment even when ſuch acquieſcenee proves a dag: 


ger in the heart of his favorite ſyſtem. Hene we 


bear him honeſtly. declaring. Nunqu am H, vel 


impium aliquem hæreticum audiſſe, qui hoc, quad pro- 


| Poſuit de parvulis, diceret: That he never heard. 


no not even any 1MPIOUS HE&RETIC ſay what 
he had mentioned concerning infants" Ben re 


fand benim... 0 


2 - However, had Polagius. ined in thi twelfth, in- 
ſtead of tho fifth century; he would have gon; 
fronted ſome IMPIOUS HRRETICS,” who did 


deny both infant and adult-baptiſm. N m—_ 


Iſhall have 6ccafion to ſpeak preſently. 

2 The controverſy, which e in 
the fifth century, drew from the contending par- 
ties, fuch reciprocal eonceſſions with regard ta 
inifant-baptifim;' as univerſally eſtabliſhed the vas 
ldity and primitive authenticity of that ordi-⸗ 


hanee, during the whole ' controverfial period: 


Hiſomuch,' that its general eſtabliſhment then, 
rendered it an uncontreverted point, for fix ſue / 


. ceſſive centuries, from the time of Auguſtin. And 
this, an Anbipædobuptiſ . bimſcif acknowledges, 


e The authority of Austin was it, which carried 
the baptiſm of infants, in the following ages, 


abe (he __ haye ſaid, altogether) without 


Fangrou). | 7 
22 About the beginning of the twelfth. cen» 


ey a ſpurious feſt ſtarted up, called by the 
dae. of Gathari, Taiferions, bc. They might 


be 


Ca) 


be very properly called Iaicifariqm, becauſe. ae 
principles were literally tyciferian, or devil. Fon 
they held (1) That the evil God, OF, Deuil, 
made the viſible warld:z ! That all the facra- 
ments are vain and deviliſh a (3), That all infants 
are puniſhed eternally, no leſs than murderers 
and thieves. As their diabolical contempt. for 
the chriſtian ſacraments induced them to rect 
all water-baptiſm, they therefore ſuhſtituted a 
ridiculous mode of baptizing by fire x the abſux⸗ 
dity and blaſphemy of — Eehurtus Schanays 
gienfis. ex poſed in a treatiſe ha Moe, Ar Ny 1169s 
From hence. it is apparent that theſe imꝑupe 
Cuthari, or blind Lusiferiaut, were branches of 
the old corrupt ſtank of the Manieſges; and, that 
for the ſame reaſan, an) one would, guate them in 
ſupport of Avabapti/m,. he might alſa produce 
their authority in favor of Nuateri mm 
23 About the year 1730 another fect roſe ups 

called ' Petrobryfiant; fram one... Peter. ke er 
Bruce, an ignorant impious renegado Frenchman, 
Some have ſuppoſed . they; were a branch of the 

original Haldenſes. But ſuch à fappolition incurs 
2 manifeſt anachronifm, or miſcalculatian of time, _ 
For, the origin of the Waldenſes-was: poſterior, 
by at leaſt 20 years, 10 that of the Petrobruſians, 
Beſides, the n— tenets of the latter, are a 
ſtrong implioation, that they bad ne real cone 
nection with the former. The Petrobrifans,: itits 
acknowledged, did deny infant: baptiſm æ and ſo 
they did infant- * too; as Peter, Abbot of 
__  Glugiy 
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ab proves in the charge he wrote ended 
them, A. D. 1 46, and Caſſander likewiſe'z' who 
exchims, expoſtulates, and reaſons thus. Oh 
the difference between mercy and cruelty ! Between 
Chrift lovingly receiving infants, and theſe here- 
tics impi6uſly repelling them! Caſſander aggra- 


vates à charge of novelty- againſt the Petrobrufians, 
by alledging, that if infant-Baptiſm be a nullity, 


then all che world has been hitherto Rind; 
and, by ba ptizing infants for above a thouſand 


years, has given but a mock-buptiſm, and made 


but phantaftical chriſtians, &c. — And, whereas 
all France, "Spain, Germany, Ttaly, and all EUROPE 
has had never a perſon, now for 300-or .almoſt 
300 years, baptized otherwiſe than in infang, 
it * 4 had never a chriſtian in it. 

24 Bernard, Abbot of © Clareval, commonly 
called St. Bernard, complainingiof the miſchievous 
tendency of the Petrobrufian-principles, in a letter 
to the Earl of St. Gyles's, obſerves, among other 
things, that the infants of chriſtians were de ; 


nied the grace of baptiſm, and not ſuffered to 


come to their ſalvation,” though our Saviour com- 


paſſionately cry out in their behalf, Suffer little 
children, &c. This complaint iſſued in the ex- 


pulfion and baniſhment of Henry, Peter's aſſociate, 
ho had been 'hitherto harbored in the Earl's 
houſe.—And in the year 1139, the Lateran Coun- 
git under Pope mocent the 2nd, rms Peter. 
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From the origin of the Petrobrufians ; from 1 
impious tendency of their principles; from the 
abominable conduct of their founders, Peter and 
Henry; * and from the oppoſition they met with, 
particularly on the ſubject of infant Haptiſm; ĩt 
ſeems more than probable, they were no Yn 
branch of the primitive! Faldenſes,'tt119 1 11 
23 Beſfides; that the] adherents fof the uſtri- 
ns Falao, were advocates for infant-baptifm; ſeems 
evident from the prẽſent practice off their deſ- 
cendents, as well as from the reportiof antiquity. 
(1): The preſent Malaenſer or Vaideis;: in Piedinont 
and Provence, do: univerſally admit of infant: bap- 
tiſm; mand it is xeaſonably to be ſuppoſed, that 
their practice, in this reſpect, is founded on this 
cuſtom of their renowned anceſtors. (2) Several 
ancient confeſſions, particularly, that of the Boner 
miun Waldenſes in 1508, prove the point. Indeed, | 
upon their departure from the antichriſtian trum» 
pery of Rome, they renou 3 the errors of the 


2 Some of the black * a in this Cart? 's Ae 2 
exhibited in the following res, tranſaitted im a letter from 


St. Beruard to the Ear} ol, Cres. aer Hen] is 


renegado.; who, relinquiſhing his habit of religi lon, returned as. 
2 dog to his vomit, to the filthineſs of the flefh' ande the world. 
Setting to ſale the word of God, he preached: for bread; . What 
he got of the All people, he ſpent in gaming at dice, or ſome 
worſe Way. (How exactly like this vile Pavobruſien, 3 is the. 
conduct of ** of our: modern gambling prophets.) . . This ceto- 
brated preacher! (who, I dare ſay, harangued à vaſt A about 
good works\ ** after the days applauſe, . was at found 

in bed with w—es : 80 much for the charader of Hh 1 
whom Cluniacenſis calls. the” N 3 * — i 
Like maſter ; like man! 
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Aloichichurch teſpecting the Jacrumtiner as Well 
as! the fyſtem of her dastrùhms in general. For, 
they ſttrnaduſſy denied, in oppoſition to Nome, 
that any ſacrmnent confers grace merely ex opere 
wperats. Hoener, à juſt deteſtation of th human 
inventions added to the mode of diſpenſing 
infant-baptiſm, indexed the original  Waldenfts, 


Aathet to poſtpone the baptizing their children, 
than to coονn]enance thir abuminable ſupetititions 


of the nidthey of brit. /Dhis 4dudable ſcrupu 
leſity, added to the frequent: peregrinations!'sf 


weir own miniſterz, occaſtömed ſometimes kdl. 


baptiſma t ven anong the iallrnſe. But hi 
was 4 matter of contitgent: nedeſſity inet f 
aleliberate hoe And yet, upon uhavoidible 
inſtances of this nature, fome have grounded a 


difingrnudus plea, that the Muidenſes v ere ui. 


pedbbuptiſn. But, Tuch perfom might, with bis wi 
truth; affert, that they were doewn-rigkt P 

tt) Vall, (t whoſe hiſtory: IL have had Secklien 
frequently to refer) ſays, that an ancient record 


of the Maldenſer, called the ' foiritual almanack, and 


aoted by Perik, in his history of that people, 
expreſily admits infant-baptiſm And, it is a fact 


of univerſal notoriety, that they were found in 


dhe practice of it, when the Proteſtants of Luter's 
voformation- ant to know their. eſtate. 1% Juno 

As I have already toached upon the oltein 
& the German Auabaptiſts, Who greatly annoyed 
Luder and Galvin, and brought ſuch a'ſcandal 
upon the very name of reformation ; I ſhall not 
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reiterate that ſubject, any farther; than ts; op. 
ſerve, that, in all probability, the diſperſion_ of 
the German Ranters, was the ſource of Erz liſt 
Anabaptiſm. For, very ſoon after the period .of 
their rebellion and' ranteriſm, in Ger nam. g | 


| John of Leyden, and at Auerdam, under 


Geles, aided by that Anabap! ifical Pluedo-pro ql 
Jom Artie, +7 fay,. very ſoon after this 
period, we hear of them i in England. Probably : 
the imports were from Hall ans 0 country fert 
in hæreſy and ſchiſm. 5 r fl i (13 
26 About the year 1 they were {i 8 5 
and diſperſed at. Hunter and Amſterdam. ; And 
in two years, after, (ys | Fuller. in bis church 
hiſtory). “ the name of this ſect. firſt appears in 
eur Engliſh Chronicles. But their appearance 
was probably earlier; hecauſe, in the very year 
(1836) in which their diſperſion took place in 
Germany, a convocation of the upper and lower, 
houſe in London eſtabliſhed a proteſt againſt their 
tenets ; one article of which runs thus, "1 he 
facrament of baptiſm is offered unto all;. 228 
well infants, : as 'thoſe which haye the , uſe, gf 
reaſon.” — And even ſo early a8 the year 1833. 
2 Frith, a maxtyr, tote * ſhort tractate, 


9 This ena fer bimlelf up 1. Kind of Chief; ans; in 
blafphemous imifatlon of the Son of Gos; appointed undet him 


_ twelve, ranticlg; Rirelingss whom he, called the -taelve Apoſtles. 


* ropheſied os the end; of the world was to take place 
uy! age 15 36, ” and- flted People head 4 tnany be 
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intitled, a declaration of baptiſm; in which 'he ; F 
fays,. FE There ! is an opinion riſen among ſome, / 
who. affirm, that children may not be baptized, 7 
All they come to perfect age. But verily, me- { 
thinks, they are far from the meekneſs of Chriſt y 
460. his Spirit; who, when children were brought- 1 
unto k "him, received em lovingly, &c. — But this t 
matter T will paſs, over; for 1 truſt the Englj iſh, | 4 

o N whom I Write, have no ſuch opinions.“ TER 
[ If this honeſt Martyr cou'd, haye but taken 
[ 2 Peep. at the ſtate of things in the middle of T 
' e laſt century; how wou'd he have bren aſto- 1 
| 820 at the rapid growth of Auabaptiſm, under b, 
| the” friendly auſpices of Oliver Crontivell'! For a þ 
eonfiderable time, the Anabaptifts were extremely” [ 
enamored with the canting "Uſurper ; in whoſe 8 
levelling cauſe numbers of them even took up as 
arms, and were acceſſary to the ſhedding inno- f 
f cent blood. Yet when the tables were turned 3 
when death turned over Oliver to the tribunal i * 
| of GoD, to give an account there for his uſurs 0] 
| pation and hypocriſy-: and when Divine Provi- a 
d4ence placed upon the throne the rightful. heir 7 
ok the unhappy Monarch, who had. been cut if 
off by the bloody hand of tyranny, independency 0 
| and uſurpation.— I fay, when matters took this kt 
| turn; 101 all of a ſudden the very perſons Who pe 
| but lately canted to Cromwell, now cant to Charles; ri 
| they rake. up the aſhes of the deccafed Uſurper: a 
and ftrew his grave with the ſweet flowers of | fi 


an anathema : ; . his memory, and in 


| | their 


5 

heir abrels to. the. King, calling him &« loath-. 
ſome Hypocrite, grand Impoſtor, deteftable Traytor, 
treacherous Uſurper, Prodigy of nature, & c. &c.“ — — 
That Cromwell MERITED theſe epithets of i in- 
famy, there is no doubt : but, whether they come. 
with any tolerable grace Kon thoſe, who had 
been ſo very lately his ſanguinary aſſociates in 
the GOOD OLD CAUSE,” | the Judigious reader 
is to determine. + 8 
I aſk your pardon, Sir, for this Tale digreffionz 1 
which was, in ſome meaſure, ſuggeſted by the 
thread of my fubject. I am far from intimat · 
ing here, that the modern adyocates for Alia 
baptiſm, are any more like the canting friends 
of Oliver, than. the mad adhærents of 2 of 
Leyden; and I wou'd hope too, that the ey as 
cordially execrate the proceedings « of the Ufurper, 
as their forefathers; who in a  peenitential 
fit, ſtyled him the GRAND, IMPOSTOR,” Yet, 
permit me to obſerye, that the part, which ſome. 
take, in vindicating the American rebellion, and 
oppoſing the equitable claims of the Mother- 
country, favors a little of the“ 'G600D ory 
causs.” And I think, y may fafely affirm that, 
if the ſpirit of rebellious diſcord, which now 
operates ſo dreadfully among the ' provincial. male- 
contents, and is ventilated by 2 few inflammatory 
patriots at home, were to arrive at its full me- 
ridian; our eyes wou'd ſoon behold A reftoration 
of the Go00D. OLD CAUSE” of civil and eccle- 
fiaſtical anarchy, republican independency, to- 
2 P gether 


( 216 )/ 


gether with* all the other ' 1] pawn of Oliverias 
Aſurpation. And I cannat help ſaying too, that, 
conſidering, the innumerable privileges this land 
of liberty enjoys, under the auſpices of one of 
the moſt amiable Princes, that ever ſwayed 'the 


tendency to rob him of his legal. -Prerogative 
over any branch of his dependent ſubjects, is 
very ungrateful, to ſay nothing worfe: and there- 


fore, it wou'd be more becoming im ſome, both, 


as chriſtians and ſitbjects, to keep their private 
opinions, reſpecting the preſent troubles, to them- 
ſelves; than to be continually ftuffing our public 
Papers, with: paragtaphs, which only add oil to 
the flame, which burns too vehemently already. 
8 non ſatis SUA SPONTE inſaniunt INS T 16A. 
But, to return to my ſubject—1 think it muſt 
now appear manifeſt fo every perſon of candor 
and diſcernnient, that however  Anabaptiſm. may 
hoaft of Petrobrufian, it cannot, of Britiſh anti- 
quity: ſince, before the beginning of the fix- 
teenth century, the name was hardly known in 
Ent gland. And, that it has not the ſanction of 
the primitive church, I Hope has been made 
equally evident. I might add too, that Anabap- 
tiſm 1 never had the uſage of any national church 
for its ſupport ;- but that, on the contrary, every 


an church eee Europe admits Ho 
ee 
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IV. Permit me to aſk your opinion, Sir, re- 
ſpecting the arguments I have adopted, and the 
authorities I have produced, in ſupport of the 
controverted point. If you are open to convic- 
tion, and acceſſible to truth, I think they muſt 
ſtagger you a little. At leaft I would hope, they 
will prove, that your opponents have ſomething to 
ſay for themfelves, in favor of infant-baptiſm ; ; 
and that too, on the ground of SCRIPTURE, 
ANTIQUITY and REASON : ſo that, altho' we 
diſclaim being infallible, yet we might venture 
to be as pyſifive as you, upon this ſubject. But 
it is upon ſolid argument, not on pot dave afertions, 
that we reſt the matter. | 

Wall, in the preface to his hiftory' of infant= 
baptiſm, relates a very remarkable anecdote con- 
cerning a perſon of diſtinction among the Aua⸗ 
baptifts. The original author of the ſtory, is Caſ- 
ſander, —The reſpectable Anabaptiſt, referred to, 
had imbibed the” prejudices | of his (brethren 
againſt infant-baptiſm. | However, being a perfon 
of candor and moderation, he liſtened to the ar- 
guments of the ' Pzdobaptifts. And, when the 
opinion of the primitive fathers was laid before 
him, he was ſo fwayed by their united teſtimo- 
nies, that he relinquiſhed his former prejudices, 
and commenced an advocate for infant-baptrfm. 
vn This . in him“ fays Mall, —_— | 
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he was endued with three good qualities. 1 The 


fear of God, and reverence for his word. 2 Judg- 


ment and good ſenſe. 3 Modeſty and a meek 


temper.” 


pt Aſter reading this pleaſing little anecdote, 1 


was ready to ſay, Go thou, and do likewiſe. But 2 


retroſpect to the peremptory ſpirit, which lays 


the foundation of your prejudices ſtops me from 


_ expatiating on the important adyice. And I am | 


the more diſcouraged in preſſing the matter, 
when I. reflect on the never-to-be-forgotten anſwer, 
which you gave to a friend of mine, when he 
talked with you on the controverted ſubject. 
The anonymous friend I refer to, propoſed Po 
your conſideration, the multiplicity of modern 
witneſſes, as well as the general uſage of anti- 


quity; as one very probable ground of the right 
gf infant-baptiſm. To this weighty obſeryation 


you made. the following extraordinary reply. 
« Then dene in part is happened to Iſrael ! £ 
I am ſorry. to be under the neceſſity of telling 


you, Sir, that your anſwer was by no means 
finctured with either that modeſty or charity, which 


ſhould. always Characterize the chriſtian, and 
diflinguith the man of candor ; eſpecially. when 
he gives his opinion upon points of doubtful. diſ- 
putation; and points too, which, have the ſanction 
of ail. the national churches in Europe, and of 


| ſome of the brighteſt < 'MORNING-STARS of the 


Reformation.” = Wo 111 ops 
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Your memorable 'reply affords" anbther Tp& 
cimen of your mode of applying ſcripture; for, 
ſcripture indeed it is throughout, though in 4 
ſtate of notorious miſapplication. Let us take a 
view of it in its primary reference. —The paſſage 
is in Rom. ii. 25, and is applied to the Rate of 
5 rejected Jews, of whom the Apoſtle ſays ver. 

God hath given them the pride of Humber; 
ad eyes that they ſhould not ſee, &c.” And after 
contraſting the privileged ſtate of the Gentiles to 
the deplorable condition of the Jews, the Apoſtle 
addreſſes the former, ſaying, '* I wou'd not, 
* brethren, that ye-ſhould be ignorant” of this 
« myſtery, that W in Beans 15 ry cos to 
6 Tb” 

This ſcripture, then, which i is manifeltly: "AY 
clarative of the moſt confirmed blindneſs and 
horrible infatuation of the Jews, you thought 
proper to quote, as an apology for thoſe, WhO 
admit the right of infant-baptiſm. know Sir, 
you and yo ur friends are extremely fond of re- 
commending adult-immerfion under the 
pous title of a revelation. And, to be ſure, if it it 
really merits that title; thoſe, to whom 4 matter 
of ſuch importance is ant revealed, muſt be under 
the influence of a fad envelopment indeed. 

But it is very odd, Sir, that prodigious num- 
bers of ancient and modern chriftians - ſhould 
have their eyes opened to the deep things of God; 
and yet never ſee the importance of ada/t-dipping. 
It is equally extraordinary, that that light which 

maketh 
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am mat 
brighteſt ornaments of truth. to, diſcover, that j in- 


fant-baptiſm.is : a mere We null, as von 
inſinuate. | 


. Beſides; if adult-baptiſm be * effential to the 
obedience. of Faith 3” how hall we account for 


17 


innumerable multitudes of believers; living and 


dying without this anabapt itic: SSEWTLAE TD 
When yon brought the charge of . blindneſs” 


| 0 thoſe Who differ from you, did vou ma- 
turely conſider what venerable authorities it af - 


fectedꝰ According to your ideas, ſome of the 
moſt pure national. churches, as well as the moſt 
illuſtrious fathers, martyrs, confeflors, migiC- 
ters, muſt have been all blind ! So that (1) allthe 
fathers: of the four fir centuries unfortunately 
fall under this predicament, viz. Jreneus ; .Cle- 
ment; Juſtin Martyr; Origen; Ambraſe; Oyprian; 
Ghryſoftom:;  Hierom; Auguſtin, and all the ma- 
nagers of the pelagian controverſy ;- 3 the ſeveral 
famous conncils of Carthage; in the firſt of which 


| there were no leſs than 66 Biſhops, with Oprian 
at their head. All theſe venerable fathers and 


* N who unanimouſly joined i in admitting 
infant- ha ptiſm, muſt have been, upon Jar, Wr. 


ciple, all blind. 


(2) As even the Helene themſzlves ac- 


knowledge. that the authority of Auguſtin. ar- 


ried the baptiſm of infants without controul,” 


from the commencement of the pelagian | contro- 
_ to the origin of the Waldenſes, . hich, in- 


cludes 


, bas never enabled ſome of the | 
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cludes an interval of no leſs than 60⁰ years; 
conſequetitly all the churches, councils, fathers, 
minifters and people, during that long er of 


time, muſt have been all blind. 

(3) The general body of the Waldenſes, both 
ancient and modern, who, (except 4 few ſpu- 
rious ſectaries among em) admit e en 
muſt be all bu. 

(4) All the illuſtrious Refotthery,” Martyts, 
Confeſſors in our excellent tiational church, from 
Hitkliff of immortal memory to the preſent day, 
muſt have been ai Wind, Thoſe burning and 


ſhining lights, the inſtruments of Reformation, 


that flofiſhed in the reign of King Edward VI. 
and were extinguiſhed under the bloody auſpices 
bf Queen Maty; theſe tos muft be included 
among the bund advotates for itifatit-baptifiti; 
Suppoſe 1 niention a few of the venerable names 
of the ie Confeſtors, Refotitiets, Martyrs, Miniſtets, 
who all were unatiinious upon the ſubject” 1 
debate. — Bede, W itkiff, Bradwardin; Craumer, 
Ridley, Latimer, Hooper, Bradford, Philpot, Abbot, 
Grindal, Parker, Whitgift, Hall, Davenant, Deum. 
hari, Carlton, ' Beveridge, Herve, &c. & c. &c. 

(5) The great continental Reförmers muſt- babe 
been in the ſame plight, viz. HFHuſt, Ferm of 
Prague, Luther, | Calviz 1, Bucer,” Peter. Maviyr, 
Beta, &. 

(6) The FF of Seotland,” p in whoſe commu⸗ 
nion there have been, and ſtill are, men of the 


deepeſt piety and learning, has always admitted 
Q infant- 
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infant-baptifa,” from the very firſt dawn of its 


eſtabliſhment. I might here too produce a long 

liſt of venerable names; but ſhall content my- | 
ſelf with only mentioning thoſe of the. ſeraphic 

Matis, and the judicious, and deeply learned 


Haddrid dge. 


(7) To theſe I I might add the- uſag e of the | 


th of Ireland, in which Uſer — Hopkins 
ſhine as ſtars of the firſt magnitude. — And to 
theſe I might ſuper-add the teſtimopy of various 
eminent goſpel - miniſters, in the preſent day, 
both in the eſtabliſhment and among the diſ⸗- 
ſenters; whoſe piety, orthodoxy and learning, 
Kamp, reyerence on their. characters, and giv 

weight to their authority. And I. cannot help 
thinking, that ſome of the. venerable names , 

have mentioned, were as free from the ;j 

charge of blindneſs, as any men that ever lived; 
and as perfectly converſant in the ſyſtem of 78 
ritual optics, as the moſt ſagacious Anabaptift, 
MAGE ancient or modern. A 


From hence it is evident, that. your imputa- 


fon of blindneſs, is is calculated to throw a. dark 


' ſhade upon the characters of the, primitive Fa- 


THERS 3 upon the deciſions of the moſt venerable 
CouNciLs; upon the opinion of a © NOBLE 
ARMY or MaxTtYRs;” upon. the names of the 
moſt illuſtrious RzroRMERs ; and upon the ge- 
neral uſage of all the national PROTESTANT 


CH, URCHEs throughout the World. Well, Sir, 


6 Wr ue of theſe CM and venerable 
wal * - authorities, 


and ſways my partiality to ſuch a degree; that 


member of the church“ of the 
had a defire to attend the lectures of a goſpel- 
miniſter in the eſtabliſned church. Her atten- 
dance gave conſi derable diſguſt to her brethren; 


but more eſpecially ts her paſtor,” who gravely 
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authorities, ſhines in my eye. with ſuch luſtre; 


1 am feady to adopt the ſanguine declaration 
of the young man in Cicero; ERRARE mals 
cum Platone, quam cum iſtis vERA ſentire! “ 
But your reflection of blindneſs tends likewiſe 
to inflate the minds of your brethren with ſelf- 
conceit; and, while you harangue upon the 
* blindneſs” of others, it is natural for them to 
think, that the Anabaptiſts are THE MEN, and 
that wiſdom muft die with them. And yet, what 
thou'd induce you to think the Auabaptiſis are 
infallible opticians on the ſubject of baptiſm, I 
cannot tell; unleſs ſuch infallibility be founded 
on A retroſpect to the u himſical Tertullianiſtt, the 
impure Cathari, the ſectarian followers of the 


Petrobrufians, the German . or _ e canting | 
adherents of Oliver Cromwell.” LEM 3 


IJ have ever obſerved; that, a conceit of ſus 
perior eye-light even in n9n-eſſentials, lays the 
foundation, not only of ſpiritual pride, but like- 
wiſe of uncharitable bigotry. My obſervation is 


warranted by fads; and a recent inſtance con- 


firms me in my opinion. A pious woman, a 


Anabaptifts, 


ſummoned her before him; and with all the 
pomp of dictatorial dignity, thus addreſſed the 


2 poor 
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poor delinquent, How can you go to 6 A 
place? when by your going, you . countenance 
thoſe CURSED TRADITIONS!” The honeſt wor 
man had too much fortitude and ſimplicity to 
be intimidated by this menacing addreſs; and 
therefore ſtill attends the goſpel in the church 
of England, notwithſtanding the curſe which this 
Gentleman has thought proper to affix. ta its 
inſtitutions, I with, when Auabaptiſis imitate this 
anatlematixer in lording it over the conſciences 
of their people; that the pegple, ſo lorded-over, 
weu'd aſſert their freedom, and act like the 
pious woman juſt mentioned. For, let me tell 
Jay, Sir, that neither you, nor any ſet of men 
upon carth, have any ſcriptural. right to draw 
a' circle round the people of Gon, and to cir- 
cCumſcribe their bearing and communicating within 
the narrow pracinas of your own party; eſpe- 
cially when ſach conduct glaringly i implies, that 
no community of chriſtians merit the name of 
* the church,” for purity either of doctrine or 
diſciplipe, but the Anabaptifts, . 

Say nat, I have exaggerated matters here. 
Daily experience proves, I haye got. The ſpirit 
of the Anabaptiſt-minifter, who could ſtyle the 
excellent liturgical ſeryiees of our church . cyr/ed 
tradition,” is to frequently exempliticd in other. 
Such illiberal abuſe of gur church is no new 
ching. But whether ſuch lo invectives charac- 
terize the chrifiap, or the gem leman, I fancy one 
how a very moderate _— a. diſcernment, go 
* uy 


* 
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eaſily determine. And if, to iſſue out anti 
againſt differing brethren, and to diſtinguiſh their 
public ſervices by the bitter epithet of“ curſed 
traditions” be an effential ingredient of the church, 
pray God that I may live and die without it. : 

17 he fact, which I have adverted to, was told 
me by the ſuffering party; and I can eaſily credit 
the particulars of it, from the ſpirit, which her 
arraigner has diſplayed upon other occaſions ; ag 


well as from the veracity and piety of the ſuferer. 
But the ſufferings of this poor woman were flight 


when compared with. the fate of others. Is it not 


a matter of general notoriety that ſimilar delin- 


quents have undergone the ſevere ſentence of 3 
formal excommunication ; when to their hearing of 
a goſpel-miniſter in the church of England, they 
have likewiſe added the great crime of communir 
cating with him too. I muſt in juſtice acknow- 


ledge, that this conduct is not adopted by all the 


Anabaptifts. I myſelf have the pleaſure of knows 
ing one, who, notwithſtanding his peculiar ſeati- 
ments, favors even the curſed traditions” with 


his attendance, and does not think. himſcif 
polluted, in partaking of the Lord's ſupper with 


his brethren in the eftablithment. Such coadud, 


however blamed, by“ the church” does honor to 


catholiciſm, chriſtianity, candor, and good ſenſe, 
But, it is with real concern I ſpeak. it, that 470 
are not equally candid and catholic; For, beſides 
the ſpecimens of bigotry I have already charged 
* them; is it not à fad, that Anabaptift- 


miniſters 
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miniſters make repriſals upon the congregations 


of others, to the diſturbance of the flock, and the 


annoyance of the paſtor 'that prefides over it? 
As ſoon as any poor finners are awakened thro' 


the inſtrumentality of a minifter of the goſpel” in 


the eſtabliſhment, or among the diſſenters; im- 


mediately the Anabaptiſts get about him, and 


attack his ſimplicity upon dipping. The inexpe- 
rience of the newly-awakened convert, diſqualifies 
| him for reſiſting the few trite arguments, brought 

in ſupport of immerſion; and thus he falls a prey 
's Anabaptiſm. From the time he ſubmits to the 


ceremony he 1 is bound with'a cord of diſcipline, | 


which ties him to Anabaptiſt communion : and, 
if gratitude ſhould prompt the convert, to frequent 
that church, which had been firſt made a Beth-el 
to his ſoul, and to communicate with that beloved 


miniſter, who was made his ſpiritual father in 
Chrift; even this grateful conduct always meets 


with a diſcouraging frown from his brethren, and 
ſometimes is judged worthy of expulſion. 1 
they! who are expelled for ſuch conduct. 

I again fay, that I do not exaggerate. Various 
minifters of the goſpel in the preſent day com- 


lain of the annoyance of bigoted Anabaptiſts; 


and with deep concern lament, \that ſome of their 
hearers, who were remarkable for ſimplicity and 
love, after being proſelyted to Auabaptiſm, have 


commenced intolerably petulant, bigoted, and 


ſevere; and, inſtead of recommending the goſpel 
of Chri ft by word and deed, acquire a little for- 


ward 
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wan cant about dipping, which they preſs upon 
the Lord's people, with as much poſitive eagerneſs 
as if it were eſſential to the obedience of faith. 
And indeed I myſelf have ſeen a few inſtances of 
ſome warm-hearted profeſſors, the life of whoſe 
ſouls, was ſo effectectually dead and buried in 
their © watery grave; that conſidering the keen 
anxiety, which incidents of this nature occaſion 
to a conſcientious miniſter of the goſpel; 1 cannot 
help adverting to the felicity of that pariſh-prieſt, 
the negative tranquillity, of whoſe parochial 
is thus deſcribed,  , 5 Om 


| No'Romiſh Wol r around his fobche n 
Nor Fox fectarian earth'd within his fold. 1; 75 a 


Some Pædobapti fu, in a pang of reſentment for 
ungenerous captures made among their flocks, 
have ſometimes given ſuch. anabaptiftic repriſals 
the ſevere epithet of /keep-fealing.” Though 
I by no means approve of ſuch a ſevere and 
ſarcaſtic phraſe ; I cannot help confeſſing, how- 
ever, that the conduct of ſome has given too 
viſible ground for ſuch a reflection. In order 
to evade the force of ſuch a charge, it has 
been urged by ſome Anabaptiſis, that although 
they are ſheep-/ealers, yet they are not ſheep- 
Aarveri.“, But this apology is as weak and eva- 
ſive, as the conduct, upon which it is often 
founded; and the a pologiſts themſelves would 
be wiſe never to adopt it henceforth, ſor the 


W reaſons. a) 1 2280 e allow 
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the "cir? brought againſt them. (2) Their 
apology is foutided upon an evaſion, that never 
ves adinitted eren in the moſt corrupt Court of 
Judicatute. If a felon at the bar, clearly con- 
victed of ſheep-ftealitg, ſhou'd attempt ts apo 
bglze fot his villainy, by urging, that“ although 
he falt the theep, "Jar he did not Hure it 
wou'd any judge or jury pay the leaſt attention 
to ſoch au Evaſive plekP' Or, ou d the plump 
ner of the ſtolen animal reſwue the vffehder 
from cbndign punimment? (3) Do the Ha 
baptifts never commit depredations but üpon 
lean paſtures? I fancy, many inſtances might be 
produced, where the paſtures were as freſh and 
1 1 the /he Jhepherds as ſkilful and laborious, 
and the ep as plump and healthy, as any 
över boaſted of in bo” Anaba pti communion. 
The truck. is, Sir, your bros delight mot i in 
"invadin; ing the. Falle paſtur es, and in making ſei- 
zures, noi of wild goats, but of goats transformed 
into harmleſs well-fed ſheep. Query, whether 
after being ſhut up in an 4nabaptif encloſure, 
ſuch ſheep look, either fo plump or healthy, as 
when they enjoyed an uncontrouled range over 
the fertilized. and luxuriant fields of catholic 
liberty. Rather, do they not acquire the ema- 
ciated look of Pharaoh's lean kine? And does 
not their very appearance point out the neceſlity 
of ſuffering. them to have acceſs to thoſe Areamt, 
where they firſt ſlaked their thirſt; and to. viſit 


thoſe green paſtures; from whence they firſt 
derived 
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| 4 their nutriment, and acquired their obe· 
ſity? Sure, it is not ſinful to wiſh, that theep in 
ſuch pining circumſtances, may burſt the barrier, 
of bigotry, and ſpring from an unnatural, | 1 + 
tholic, and unreaſonable encloſure. 

But the grand apology, which you. and your 
brethren make for your frequent incroachments 

on the paſtures of other ſhepherds, is; that you 
think it eſſentially conducive to the health and 
preſervation of the ſheep that they ſhould be once 
dipt. Hence, in your late ſermon, preparatory | 
to that ceremony, you faid, * dipping. is eſſential 
to the obedience of faith, tho not to falvation.” 
Here you ſeem to point out a diſtintion, and to 
urge a conciliatory ſalvo, for the emphatic firels 
you lay on dipping. But, before I have diſmiſſed 
my ' obſervations on this ſubject, I hope I ſhall 
make it appear, that your diftiz&iom is no real 
diſtinction at all; and that the ſalvg_ propoſed, ſo 
far from conciliating our veneration ſor anabaptifim, 
rather excites our deteſtation; as for @ futil fome- 
thing that aſſumes an air of eſſentiality and im- 
portange, like the great Diana of the Epheſians, 
or an infallible bull AS. the Mather of aboming- 
tions, 
(1) i hows ſeveral times expreſſed m F aftoniſh- 
ment and diſguſt at your mode of ſcrip- 
ture; and am ſorry to be under a neceff ity 0 
doing it again. Tue abedience of faith is certainly : 
ſcriptural. phraſe z but 38 you. have, preſſed i 
into the fervice.of — R. we he ap- 

pearance 


| 
| 
| 
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pearance of a member in a ſtate of diſlocation. 7 


of a valuable ſtone. wrenched from an elegant 
edifice, to adorn ſome poor clay- built hut ; or 
of 2 precious jewel en from a garment of 
Tags. 27 

Judicious chriſtians, Sir, look upon an in- 
0 multitude of dippingi. as ſo many 
cyphers. But you do well to aggrandize them, 
by prefixing a ſeriptural UNIT, For this, at the 


head of abſolute. cyphers, gives them importance, 
and converts them into hundreds and thouſands, 


However, if you remove the ſcripture prefix, 


your. cyphers reſume their primitive nothingneſs, 


and are, cyphers ſtill. We think then, that dip- 
ping is a mere unimportant cypher ; and that to 
affirm it is ** eſſential to the obedience of faith” 
reminds us of the pygmy, who perched upon the 
giant's ſhoulder, that by ſuch an elevated fitua- 
tion, he might aggrandize his Wipes: inhg- 
nificance. But 


Pygmies are pygmies gin, tho „ on Ahr. 


And anabaptiſm is a cypher, a non-eſſential till, 
though all the advocates in the world were to 
proclaim its eſſentiality. 1 will endeavor'to pull 
, down. the Pygmy from its aſpiring ſituation, and 
expoſe both its nothingneſs and priddeQ. 


+ (2) The obedience of faith, or obedience to the faith 


3 all nations, are expreſſions. that occur in 
Rom. i. 5, and xvi. 26. Both paſſages imply that 


obedience, which faith gives, in crediting the goſpel- 


offer of ſalvation; and which it performs, in walk- 
95 ing 


«Nr - 
ing according to its preſcribed rules. | This obe- 
dience of faith is made known to ALL NATIONS, in 
the unlimited and univerſal promulgation of the 
goſpel ; which calls upon all, Jews and Gentiles, 
to believe and obey. , If you aſk then, what I think 
the ſcriptures make eſſential to the obedience of 
faith; I anſwer, fimply believing upon Chrift,. to 
the excluſion of every ſelf-righteous' plea ; and 
obeying. the truth in love, in contra-diftintion' to 
antinomian licentiouſneſs. Thus the recumbency 
of the ſoul on Chriff alone for pardon and peace, 
and an imitation of that immaculate Redeemer in 
righteouſneſs and true holineſs, conſtitute the two 
grand branches, which grow from the root of 
living faith, and which are abſolutely neceflary 
to diſcriminate the proſperous planting of the Lord 
from'barren rotten-hearted cumber- groumde. 
Although the char and evangelical declaration 
of the obedience, which faith demands, was 4 
_ myſtery, which was kept ſecret fince the world 
began; Rom. xvi. 2 8. yet that declaration, as to 
the eſſence of it, was made even ſo early as in the 
days of ' Abraham; for 'God ©* preached” the goſ- 
per to him. And it was becauſe of the Patri- 
arch's illuſtrious ſubmiſſion to the obedience of 
faith, that he acquired the diſtinguiſhing title of 
the father of the faithful” His intereſt in the cove- 
natit made his children confederate, and give 
them a right to the ſeal of circumeiſion. But 
this ordinance was ſo far from being an e ential 


in his obedience of faith, that both his faith. and 
2 R _ obedience 
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obedience exiſted many years, before he was eir- 
cumciſed, Beſides, if circumciſion had been an 
Mential, what muſt have been the fate of all Women 


and of all mifants dying before the eighth day "A 
(3); 1 haye already proved that dipping is not 


efential to the mode of adminiſtering baptiſm. And 


that adult-dipping i is no part of the eſſence of obe- 
dient faith, is abundantly plain, if we conſider, (1) 
that even in adults converted from judaiſm or 
Infidelity, obedient faith ought to precede baptiſm. 

when the awakened jailor demanded- what he 


muſt do to be faved; the Apoſtles preached the 
ſence of obedient faith, ſaying, ©, Believe on the 


Loxp Jeſus Ghrift.” And then baptiſm, the n- 
eſſential followed after. (2 If adult-dipping be 
An eſſemial; then what muſt be the caſe of nyriads 
of believers, and thouſands of miniſters, who lived 
and died without this efſential? (3) Is not, the 
Spirit given to the church of Chrift, to lead into 
all eſentin! truth ? Is there any doubt but a count- 
leſs multitude. of perſons, baptized 1 in; infancy, 
have been under a divine influence? 11 therefore 
adult-dipping were an eſſential, wou'd not the 


Spirit of truth have made them acquainted with | 


it? (0 E profound. learning, acute reaſoning, 


acquaintance with the oriental languages, know- 
ledge of church: hiſtoryi deep piety, and abedience . 


to the faith even ants. death, de under God, ſuc- 
ceſsful means of inveſtigating eſſential den 
have not the advocates for e * 
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with theſe excellent qualifications? (5) If adalt- 
dipping, or baptiſm at all,, were, an effential 3 
ſhou'd not our Lord have releaſed the penitent 
thief from his confinement on the croſs, and 
ſhou'd he not have baptized him, before his de- 
parture from the body? Let our Lord. diſmiſſed 
him without the Saab nile, <fomtins: aud en 
him to glory without it to. A tes 

(4) 1 have often. had my fears,. that Show Was 
ſome affinity betwaen the {pirit.of, ancient judaifm 
and modern anabaptiſm: aud Iam now. fully Son- 
vinced my apprehenſions were not altogether 
groundleſs. The judaizing teachers, that annoyed 
the once · floriſhing church of Galatia, ſeem to have 
recommended circumciſion in the ſtyle of an e- 
ſential, juſt as the Anabaptiſts urge dipping now, 
See the parrallel between the one and the other 
the judaizing bigets attacked thoſe that were 
eftabliſhed in the obedience of faith; ſo do the 
Anabaptiſts in the preſent day The moleſtation 
of the judaizing teachers, ſpread, confuſion, ; dif: 
cord, and altercation throughout the once:peace- 
ful church af Galatia: and many happy and 
united GAngrogapigns have, mae. 2, dreadful * 


ſtrife, upon the intruſion of Anabap iſm. — A. pi 
rit of legality-urged) circumciſian; the fame ſpirit 
is deeply at the bottom of Anabaptiim.—Theiju- 
daizing teachers ſtrugk at. the glory of the goſpel: 
7 fg; the; Ker. nk mes 405 5 Seng 


(134 ) 


(600 But, in order to evade the force of this hft 


charge, you cry out, O but, we do not fay that 

adult-dipping is eſſential to ſalvation.” No, "Sie ? 
Not when you ſay it is ** eſſential to the obedience 
of faith ? Surely, if obedient faith be eſſential to 
falvation-; whatever conſtitutes its eſſence muſt, by 
unavoidable conſequence, include the eſſentiality 


of ſalvation, So that your diſtinction, ſalvo, or 
call it what you pleaſe, is nothing but a com- 
pound of evaſion and nonſenſe; and only ſerves 


as a deceptive varniſh to hide the deformity of 
anabaptiſm If your mode of making diſtindtions 


were adopted upon innumerable fubjects, it would 


draw aſter it a chain of innumerable abſurditics! 
Suppoſe, Sir, that a profeſſor of anatomy in the 
courſe of his anatomical lectures, ſhould lay down 
the following theſis, viz. that the office of reſpira- 


tion in the lungs, and the proceſs of circulating 


the blood by the reciprocal operation of the ole 
and diaſtole, or the contraction and dilatation of 
the heart, were eſſential to the healtk of an indivi2 
dual, but nat to the preſervation of his life ; would 


nat the loweſt graduate in anatomy ' ſmile at the a 


diſtinction? and ſuſpect, that his lecturer ne 
à little inſtruction himſelf, on the obvious and 
natural connection ſubſiſting between the effntial 
operation of any thing, and the efſential end, to 


which it leads. Obedient faith is in the ſoul, -what 3 
the Hole and diaftole are in the body. The con : 
traction of the one, and the diffuſive dilatatibn bf. 


the pther, iluftrate'the diſtinct, 3 yet combined R 
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ol believing and obeying. The reſpective and mu- 
tail operations of the former are eſſential to health 
and the preſervation. of life: and the inſeperable 
duty of the latter is eſſentially conducive to the 
ſoul's proſperity and ſalvation. This is eſſential in 
the one caſe; that in the other. Therefore, an 
anatomiſt, might, with as good a grace, main- 
tain, that a daſh of water againſt the ſtomach 
would ſupply the place of the reſpective functions 
of the lungs and heart in the animal ceconomy';, 
as an anabaptiſt aflert, that adult dipping is an 
eſential in the obedience of faith.  _ 
Permit me to point out the abſurdity. of your 
diſt inction in another familiar illuſtration. —Sup- 
poſe that his Majeſty's Plenipotentiary in Ane- 
rica, thou'd iſſue out a proclamation in the King's 
name; offering the provincial inſurgents a free 
pardon, together with a reſtoration. of all the 
privileges, of which their rebellion . juſtly. de- 
prived them; yet ſuſpending. the pardon and 
the other royal favors on the eſſential ſine-qud- 
non of. their throwing down their. arms, and 
admitting the equitable claims of the mother- 
country; proclaiming, that a ſuſpenſion of their 
rebellious infurrection wou'd be eſential, as well 
to their obedient fealty to his Majeſty, as to their 
preſervation from the ſword of juſtice; and that 
the royal favor ſhou'd. be ratified to eyery obedient 
provincial by. the broad-ſeal. of England. — Now, 
Sir, what is the | eſſential here? Is it the ſubſe; 
* Jews. or the antecedent. Khmlin of the 
ſubject? 
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fubject? Wou'd. not to aſſert the former, incur 
an egregious Heron proteron? And, if any per- 
ſon thou'd urge, that, althougli a ceſſation from 
treaſonable hoftilities was eſſential to the abedient 1 
fralty of the ſubject, but not to his future pre- | 
| | ſervation from incenſed juſtice; wou'd not every 
j man 'of common ſenſe laugh at the ridiculous 
| refinement? and ſet down the author of it, as a 
| novice, or an enemy to the true- intereſt of the 
; pe gun -provincials?- The application is eaſy, 
Having expoſed the weakneſs, fallacy, and 
abſurdity of your diſtinction, permit me to ob- 
ferve therefore, that to ſay, adult-dipping is 
eſſential #6 the obedience of | faith, but not to ſak- 
vation,” is exactly the ſame as to aſſert that 
_ «©. dipping is pn to ern but not to 
ſalvation” © 
And now, 0 n of the goſpel, A 
from the zealous advocate for the e/entiality' of 
dipping; to thee: And, my earneſt appeal ad- 
dreſſes your piety, candor, reaſon, and common 
ſenſe. Do you not perceive, that Anabaptiſm has 
how fairly thrown aſide the maſk, and diſcovered 
its long-concealed viſage? - Perhaps you thought; 
8 (with myſelf) that the Foſpet was ſtamped on 
every feature of its face; but if you book nar- 
rowly, you may eaſily diſcover the lineaments 
of ' tegality portrayed there. An Anaboptiff mi- 
| niſter publicly declares that « dipping is efential 
| to the obedience of faith.” His brethrem hear 
| and appland the declaration: and in the . 
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of 4#9'g or we;  Anabaptift witneſs, every a. 
of, the aforeſaid declaration has been vindicated, 
and _fabliſhed. . I. aſk then, whether ſuch preach=: 

ing does not favor ſtrongly of that judaizing f 
lea ven, which corrupted the goſpel, and ſpread; 
A fermetit among its abettors, at Galatia.— The 
legal advocates for circumciſion, preſſed that or- 
a as 7 of wats; the - _—_ give * 0 


&'yY 


_ e were, — alive, 8 wou's N 8 
Anabaz fiſts, as once he did the Galatian — 
e H. ye be circumciſed (dipped): » Chrit; ſhall profit 
you nothing.“ 9. d. If ye ſubmit to dipping, and 
eſt gem it an eſſential in obedient faith, ye ſhall 
receive no benefit from the righteouſneſs; or Spi- 
rit of 'Chri if; becauſe, in Chrifaeſus, neither 
eigen eſten availeth any thing, nor uncircum? 
ciſicn, (hut the grand eſſential) faith, Which 
. oh bY loye,” No wonder that abaptiſss 
the ſeoret is unravelled ; dip- 
ping's an 32 And no wonder if ſuch amn 
ele topic conſtitute an eſſential part. of na 
baptiſt. miniſters. diſcourſes. O profeſſor, beware; 
of ſuch. preaching. If you de not loole fitnply:; 
, riß, and ſearch. lis word, your foul will! 
enſnared. If your conſcience: is alarmed with 
e lany and Zalled. wich the ſenſe of guilt, you 
will be ready to catch at any thing, that might 
. 8 give 


4 
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give it peace: And if you are told that dipping. : 
is an eſſential,” the legal bias of your heart will 
ſuck in the poiſon; your wounds will be healed | 
ſlightly; your peace will be a falſe one; your 
ſpirit, inſtead of being thrown into a goſpel 
mould, will imbibe that ſour - bigotry, which is 
the diſtinguiſhing characteriſtic of a party; and, 5 
if oy reſt i in apping, without” having previouſly 


"I IF ©. &.. 


communicates, you may ſettle upon your bees, 1 


become twice dead, and at laſt be plucked u 
by the roots, as 2 rotten blaſted fig-tres, — Pp 


you are one of thoſe, who think it their du) 
to be dipped, I have no objection to the , 
removal of your ſcruples on that head. "Only 


take care that the watery gr rave” does not e 57 


you cold; does not dere the fimpkcity and 
warmth of your heart, now glowing perhaps 
with the love of Chrif. If you are not in Chriff, 

you may go to the bath, and go to hell too: 
All the water in Jordan, or in the Ocean, will 

not ſave you from deſtruction, if your heart be 
not waſhed from an evil conſcience by the blood 
of ſprinkling. If you have been baptized in in- 
fancy, liſten to no propoſals on the ſubject * 
re-baptiſm. Did you ever read of an individuat 
under the kw, that was circumciſed a ſecond 
time, though admitted to that rite in infincy? 
The Anabaptifes, like the judaizing teachers, want 
to dip you, that they might glory in your elt. 5 
r kane once op do, hay. per] upon it, they” £ 


Wi, 
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will make it a Wt that you Mond communicete 
with them any. And will you thus reſign your 
chriſtian freedom, and bury your glorious liberty 
in the Anabaptift's.' ** watery grave?” O profeſſor, 
ſtand upon your guard. Be vigilant: Walch 
againſt Satan, eſpecially when he transforms him- 
ſelf into an angel of light. And, left you thow'd: 


| take either a legal or an antinomian nap in your 


important poſt on the chriſtian watch-tower, take 
the following wATCH-woRD, bind it about your 
neck, and write, it on the tables. of your heart, 


viz: © He is not a Jew (nor a Chriſtian) which 


is one outwardly, neither is that (the true) cir- 


cumciſion“ (or the true baptiſm) “which is out- 


ward in the fleſh: but he is a Jew” (or a Chriſtian) 
* which is one inwardly : and circumciſion. is 


that of the. heart, in the ſpirit, and not in the 


letter; . whoſe praiſe, is not of men, but of Gop.” 
Rom. ii. 28, 29. 

1, now turn, from the un-wary, the un · eſtab⸗ 
liſhed: or the legal profeſſor, to you, Sir. Per- 
haps you will think my laſt addreſs was too 
ſevere. It was ſeverity founded on ſoriptural 
truth, and warranted by ſtubborn facts; and 


therefore requires no apology. Nr 1 haſten to 
2 concluſion. > art 


Throughout this pam phlet 1 have they fre- 
quent opportunities to make honorable mention 
of the eſtabliſhed church, Yet I am not io far 


under the influence. of partiality or bigotry, as to 


ſuppoſe, the is infallible. This is the pompous cha- 


2 8 racteriſtic 
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racteriſtic of that and chr church which 


proudly boaſts it cannot err. And, if any other 
church be perfectly free from ſpots, it is wel⸗ 


come to caſt the firſt ſtone at ours. Confider- 


ing, out of what a horrible ſtate of pop ih and 
heathenith darkneſs our church aroſe, He niat- 
ter of aſtoniſhment is, not, that ſhe has any 
ſpots, but that ſhe has not many myre: She had 
lien among thi pots — in à fate of accumulated 
guilt and abominable ſupetfiition” in myſtis R- 
Hion; till the light of reformation "penetrated tlie 
Agyptian gloom; and the hand of alight y grace 
extricated her from her bondage. Since that 
glorious period, ſhe hath fhone bright as the 


wings of the dove, whoſt wings arb covered With 
fler, and her feathers with gold; and though 


the robe of truth, with which The is adorned, 
be here and there a little ſullied with the Night 
remains of that darkneſs, from whenice ſhe/ enjergs 
ed; yet this no more really affects cher fa 
veſture, than à few ſpots of” dirt wou'd" take 
from the richneſs of à garment” of embroidery; 
or” a' Night” blemiſh deform #wyell-propottioned 
ſet of featurts. What I call ſpots ih our church 
might be more properly ſtyleck redundant appt 
dages: wich, Hike the fringes on the Iſraclites! 
garments, are as far from on ornamental, as 
{RE are from being really uſefuſ; and yet which 
do not in the leaſf detract from tlie p 


that bright reformation- robe, awherewith pit 


nerable Ama Mater ' is arrayed,” “ 214 THONG 
9 C09 WICH 24). 21 e 9 Wen | When | 


* His 1 
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When therefore you t take a, view 818 gur e 


church, let it not be throug th he, e yin 


glaſs of party-prejudi ice, but through th 1115 


optic of tenderneſs | and, love. ne- 
hee to her faults 2 little lind, = 
And to der virtues er MMV „ 0 


(Confident I am, Sir, that alth6ti b you, and 
all the Anaba ptiſis in the world, unite in branding 
ths fete of our church With the odious ſti mi 
of curſed traditions 7 yet Go will bieſt them. 

5 5 the judicious fons of the eſtabliſhment no 
more dread the influence of a ure, "either upon 
themſelves or their mitiiſtrations, from a Bi goted : 
Anabaptiſt-teacher; than Lafer of old re garde 
the futil anathema of à bigoted Pope's bull, aden 
he Called it “ billla, vers bullarum file” * That 
Gol, WhO hath bleſſed our excellent church i in old 
time, Aill continues his bleſſing; and will continue 

wüst, as long as the ſum and moon endure, 
Vari008 efforts have Rome and Catan made to cruſh 
Berto nothing} vet the has always f riſen ſuperior 
to their confederate allaults, and, like the palms | 
tree; 'hath"flortthed"the' more for prgſſire. Al- 
thought the was caſt itito the ſeorching flames of 

Marian ptr ſeeution;"yet; like another pheetix,” EX 
EISA NEN ASCI TUR, ſHeE acquired Tife from the 
fire? and emerged from the marty tyrial aſhes, brighter 


and more glorious. Even the” 6 academic a 
has Froved? event tfe'; ; and * grren birth fo Alte 


Fe 2 „ 4+ ten ben J 
K bull, ghe yer x Gag ber of all. yain. 25 1 
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; merous living ls: So that, when e our church 


bas been wounded by the hand of perſecution, 
God hath come down upon her with his bleſfing, 
like rain upon the mown graſs, and made her ſpring 


the more rapidly, after the mowings of the perſe- 


cuting ſcythe. Even in theſe preſent days of blaſ- 
phemy and reproach, her, intereſts: florith.. The 


number of her eccleſiaſtical and truly-evangelical 


Jons is amazingly multiplied, - May their zeal 


and ſucceſs increaſe with their multiplication. ! 


May the LoD God of hoſts go forth with them, 


when they go forth againſt the common enemy+ 
May the great Captain of our ſalvation endue 
them with undaunted reſolution in the cauſe of 
Gad and truth! May they be made poliſhed ſhafts 
in Jehovah's quiver | And may the arms of their 


hands be made ſtrong by the almighty God of 


Jacob ! May their miniſterial rod, bloſſom, and 
bring forth much fruit! May they be burning 


and ſhining lights l burning with incxtinguiſhable _ 


zeal in their great Maſter's cauſe, and ſhining with 
the diffuſive light of doctrinal and practical truth 
When they are ſometimes bowed down with the 


greatneſs of their work ; may they be reanimated 
with the greatneſs of their reward! And, whether 


they blow the goſpel-trump,, in the high-ways and 
hedges ; or feed the flock of Chriſ in a more con- 


fined ſphere of action; whether they are itinerant 
evangeliſts, or local paſtors ; may the Lon G 


Omnipotent preſerve them as flars in his right 


hand, from the evil of ſin, and the deluſions of 


error 2 


. 
error! Yea whether they are: diſtinguiſhed by the 
name of Chur han or Diſſenter; may 2 bleſſing 


of the God of Abraham follow them, far as they... 
follow Chrift ! And make them an pe v 


phalanx againſt the ſtrong- holds of Satan! 1 


Give them thy ſtrength, thou Go of pow ry 
Then let men rage, or devils roa: 
Thy faithful witneſſes: they'll be: 
Tis fix'd — they can do a through T HEE, | 


Such, Sir, are. the genuine ejaculations of a 


heart, deeply intereſted in the welfare of our 25 
Britiſi Zion; and yet expanded in benevolent 


and catholic love to you, and to all, 8 
the world, who love the Loxp TFeſus Chri 


ſincerity. My heart's deſire and prayer to Gop : 


is, that the intereſts of the goſpel may pe uni⸗ Yo 


verſally extenſive; © without regarding whb are, 


the highly-favored inſtruments in its propagation.” 
Whoever the men are, or by whatever name 
they may be diſtinguiſhed, if they urge obedient 
faith, they ſhall be moſt heartily welcome to 
my right hand of- cordial fellowſhip.” But if you, 
or any . perſon elſe, quantusquantus fit, attempt 
to aggrandize diſputed ceremonies into ęſſentials; 


* 


I ſhall think it as much. my duty to oppoſe you, 
as ever Paul did, the Jugaizing diſturbers of the: 


church of Galatia. 


In order then that a ijnifter 8. " pphlic work ry 
may be really uſeful, to the church, and accep-; 
table to Gop; wou d it not be well to conſider | 
and tf out of many, the few fallowing par- 


ticulars? 
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tiodtars?'- (5 Shota not tlie glory” of Hob "Tt 
tie 


„Primary objea?”* 


principally regard the flvation of loſf ſouk, 
without -{aynbing- at a wee nen to 
his own party? 

(3) Shou'd not: the great aim of Bis pubs 
diſcourſes," and private demeanor, be, to" 
the. finner, exalt the Saviour, ane promote holiveſs? 
And is not eyery, other topic gompared with chis, 
trivial, inferior, and nom eſſentia! / 4% 

(J) ls it not incumbent upon every well 
wiſher to the proſperity of Zion, to pull. down, 
as far às may be, the partition-walls of bigotry..." 
and ceremonial attachment, by -urging the great. 
truth of the ot in oy nnen e pe 
n 10 11 i 989 
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Le bert ir Chriſt ; er 67 he. there 9.5 * Dar 


Vour ſtronger proofs divinely give, „ 04h 
+: And :ſhew me where the chriſtians big, * Abet Ot 


& *'# ©: 


(60 Shou d not every embafſaddot of the Prince . 


of peace, copy after that pacific” arigi NY 9 
word and deed?"Show'd' not every is ele 
Ppeure, (eſpecially during the p c tr dies) 2 > 
both in a civil and religious peak t view w? b by, 
recomiending!ts all, to © render unto, Caſar [29 

| things that are Cefat's, and unto 25 the ae 


wy are Gt MN: 
050 Bake 


romulpation of the 'golpel,” be a mitilef' * 
gr 
(2)-Next to tie divine geh „i A be nd ; 
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calle NOR th&teats bothuofthe render-hcartes 
PRITOfipRtr," and the” nee, cvihiletbat- 
accuſed ſpirit of biteeitels has gent & tha 
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converſation; how exceeding 
tain buſy-bodies are into the dome 
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| than to he dipt!. 150 it not to de feared chat If the . 
religion of ſome bitter diſciples were ſtript of its py” 
fiery, zeal for an felt ſyſlem of doQrines, and for” - 
the unimportant ceremony of dipping „it wou'd: be 
Aript of its great all? And that the zealots them- 
ſelves won da appear as naked as unbaplized! hea. © 
thens ? O Six, if you knew this town, even | the | 
profeſſing part of it, as well as others how, much 


religious goſſiping prevails, | inſt ead of chriſtian , 
fellowthip, ; what perpetual tattling, whiſp Ipering, : 
canting, whining, ſupply the Phe, of religion 


tual affairs of others, while they too Slaringly 


neglect an examination of their own hearts ;—h rh 
| bokdly- ſome. will even fabricate 8 clandeſſi ine lye, . 


and that, in order to ſow the ſeeds of iſenfion- 
. intimate friends; with what miſchie · 
vai ſlyneſs, theſe religious indendiaries can carry 


— a budget of falſhoods and miſrepreſenta- 


tions; and how dexterouſly. they can open its 
contents, even though it be like Pandora's; box 3 
and with what effrontery they can ſnew them- 


ſelves at our religious aſſemblies, in 2 maſk, 


that cannot conceal their deformity, even from 


the eye of man; with what curioſity they en- 
quire into every body's ſtate, but their /n 
how ready to magnify the peccadillos of another, 
while they advert nat to their own monſtrous 
inconſiſtencies ;—and by what artful 


theſe pros firebrands labor to ſet the ch 


* uin cer. | 
ic and fpiri- 
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in a flame; — I fay, Sir, if you were acquainted 
with theſe particulars; I am ſure, inftead of 
urging immerſion as effential to the obedience: 
of faith, you wou'd have called aloud to Sy 
profeſſors, to walk eyen as Chrift alſo walkedy 
in humility, tenderneſs, truth, and love, 


Praying that you may fight the good fight 
of obedient faith, and finiſh your miniſterial courſe 


with Exceeding great bd and extenfive” fuccels7 | 
I remain, 


Four [a-atnate frond; and humble 
- .nou ®flbarent, 10. „ an Herts e 
M7 e 
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58 9 . et l 


* 


PP 


15 (EAN AC OR Ho ads 6-4 oe Ie e e 


| T yr; 3 
Lataizyp>s „ oy di 12 it I-- omit 4 i 
3 bs»figi git ma I ;oriuoineq Sad fu. 
2omibado od1 o IraÞys es fHoitrommi. yaigny 
N 0) byols baſs vel b'uow voy igt bo 


gbodllaw ole And 2s: a5v9 Alxw o Þexchtoionq | 
5 Las d err f YR ee 117 


2g boog o1l1 1Tdyit . ee 3015 * © 
S109 iafrofinnicrt 107 . a Ain) W3ihwo to 
| 2010995%9 Ae 


ror 879 
| iger . 


133.37, ; 5a f 


ni Br. Be,. A ct 3 


A Ib Ee För Fri rertt erm. 

P. a4, L. 1, For dh h tet tovenant, 
41, K. 28, For honour read hi rtudpr$t 
66 L. 27, For anababtift read jprtabaptifhi dags 
F. 95, Penult, F or —_— read conſuetudo. Wo. 


